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THE 

PRE     FACE. 

ty  HE  various  expojltmis  hitherto 
-^  giveii  of  our  Saviour  s  te7?2ptatio7Z 
in  the  wildernefs.  heiri^  atte72ded  with 
conjiderable  difficulties  ;  any  77todeJl  at- 
te^npt  to  difcQver  and  eftablifh  07te  lefs 
exceptionable^  may  hope  to  be  received 
with  candour.  How  far  the  author  of 
the  following  Jheets  7nay  have  fucceeded 
in  fuch  an  e72deavour^  is  fub7nitted  to 
the  judgme72t  of  the  pub  lick.  His  mo- 
tives^ he  pe?fuades  hij7tfelf^  are  rights 
however  he  77tay  have  failed  in  the 
execution  of  his  undertaki7ig. 

Many  for Tner  writers  upon  this  fub- 
jeB^  have  rejeBed  the  literal  fcheme, 
and  have  afferted  it  to  be  a  diabolical 
vifion,  or  illufion ;  hut  none  of  them 
which  have  falle7i  U7ider  the  author  s 
notice^  have  C07iftdered  it  as  a  divine 
A  2  vilion  : 
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vifion  *  :  the  want  of  which  has  pre- 
vented a  difcernment  of  the  wife  and 
benevolent  intention  of  thefe  viftonary 
fcenes^  as  fymbolical prediEiions  a?tdre- 
prefentations  of  the  principal  trials  and 
difficulties  attending  ChrifF  s  pub  lick 
miniflry.  T'hefe  are  the  peculiar  point s.^ 
which  the  prefent  performance  endea- 
vours to  eflablifh. 

But  though  the  interpretation  here 
advanced  be  new  ^5  which  may  be  a  fuf- 
ficient  reafon  for  fubmittiitg  it  to  pub- 
lick  exami7iation  ;  yet  U7tlefs  it  appears 
to  have  it's  foundation  i?t  truths  and  to 
fet  an  obfcure  part  of  the  evangelical 
hiflory  i7t  a  lefs  exceptionable^  more 
ufeful  and  honourable  light ^  the  author 
wijhes  it  7nay  he  rejeBed, 

He  will  only  add^  that  if  the  prin- 
ciples^ upoii  which  this  interpretation  is 
founded^  are  jufl^  they  are  applicable 
to  various  pciffages  in  the  Old  Tefla- 
ment^  and  may  enable  us  to  obviate 
the  objeElions^  to  which  the  literal  co7t^ 
flruElion  of  thetn  is  liable, 

"  See  the  Inquiry,  Seft.  II.  p.  42,  note  f. 

Walthamflow,  n""     tJ    jg 

June  23,   1761.  "*■      *•*■*-» 
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THE 

CONTENT 

SECT.     I. 

O  TOTING  the  objeSiions  againji  the  com~ 
^    monly  received  interpretation  of  the  hijiory 
of  Chriji's  temptation,  as  a  narrative  of  out- 
ward tranfaBions. 
'This  interpretation 

I.  Is  unfui table  to  the  fagacity  and  policity 
of  Satan  ;  becaufe  his  perfonal  appearance  could 
ferve  only  to  fiufirate  his  intention,  p.  3.  (and 

he  did  720t  appear  under  any  borrowed  form, 
either  human  or  angelic,  p.  4,  note  ^.)  'This 
obfervation  applied  to  thefrft  temptation,  p.  7  ; 
to  the  fecond,  p.  8  ;  to  the  third,  p.  11.  'The 
devil  was  not  doubtful  whether  Jefus  was  the 
MeJJiah  ;  nor  would  a  doubt  of  that  kind  account 
for  his  tempting  Chrift  in  an  open  manner,  p.  1 3, 
note  ''. 

II.  Afcribes  to  Chrift  a  conduB  iticonfiflent 
with  the  dignity  and  fanBity  of  his  charaBer^ 
p.  14;  defrays  his  merit  in  refifling  the  temp- 
tations propo/ed  bj  the  devil,  p.  17  ;  and  re- 
prefents  him  as  fetting  a  dangerous  example  to 
his  followers,   16,  20,  21.      The  reafons  co7n- 
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monly  cjjigned  for   Chrijl's  fubmliting  to  be 
tempted  by  the  devil  in  the  manner  generally 
Juppofcdi  examined,  p.  \j.     'Thejirjireafon,  ib. 
the  Jeco'ddy  p.  20. 

III.  Jl/cribes  to  the  devil  the  performance  of 
the    great  eft    miracles ,    p.    225    the  power  of 
ajjuming  a  vfible  form,  ib.    of  conveying  men 
through  the  air,  ib.  and  of  Jljewing  the7n  (not 
a  fngle  country  only,  but)  all  the  kingdoms  of 
the  world,  p.  25,  iji  a  fmgle  infiant  of ,  time, 
p.  29.     The  devtl  could  not  take  Chriji  to  the 
wing  of  the  few'tfi  temple  without  a  miracle, 
p.  23,   note  ^     The  abfurdity  of  afcribing  to 
the  devil  the  power  of  performing  any  jniracles, 
p.  29.    Archbifkop  Seeker  s  folution  of  this  ob- 
jeSlion,  p.  31,  note  °. 

IV.  AJcribes  to  the  devil  the  performance  of 
things  abfurd  and  impofjible,  fiich  as  fiewing 
Chrift  all  the  kingdoms  of  the  world  from  an 
exceedi?7g  high  mountain,  p.  32.  In  what  cafes 
we  are  to  have  recourfe  to  a  figurative  Jenje  in 
the  interpretation  of  Scripture ;  and  how  we  are 
to  diftinguijh  what  is  to  be  literally,  and  what 

figuratively  underftood,  p.  33.  Vfions  or  re- 
prefentations  made  to  the  mind  of  a  prophet, 
related  in  Scripture  as  outward  tranfa^lwns, 
p.  34.  The  reafon  of  thisafiigned,^.  1^,  How 
to  difiinguifld  the  narrative  of  a  vifion  jrotn  that 
of  an  outward  occurrence,  p.  37.  Chrifi's 
tefjiptation  coidd  not  be  an  outward  occurrence, 

P-38- 

V.  Is  given  up  in  part  by  thoj'e  who  defend  it, 

p.  38. 

VI.  Is 
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VI.  Is  inconjifient  with  the  letter  of  the  texti 
p.  AO. 

S  E  C  T.     II. 

Shewing  that  Chrijfs  temptation  was  not  a 
diabolical  "uijion^  p.  42. 

Le  Clerc  and  all  former  writers,  whether 
they  fuppofed  Chrijfs  temptation  by  the  devil  to 
be  a  vijion  or  not,  did  equally  refer  it  to  the  agency 
of  that  evil  Jpir it,  ib.  note ''.  The  fiippoftion 
of  Chrifs  temptation  being  a  diabolical  vifion, 
in  one  view  preferable  to  the  co?nmon  hypothefis, 
p.  43  ;  but  in  all  other  refpeSts  liable  to  equal  or 
greater  difficulties,  p.  45.  The  right  under- 
Jianding  of  Chrijfs  temptation,  the  fullejl  con- 
futation of  both  thefe  fchemes  of  interpretationi 
p.  50.  That  the  temptation  of  Chrijl  was  not  a 
mere  meditation  <?/"o//r  Lord  upon  fuch  trials  as 
might  poffibly  be  propofed  to  him  by  the  great 
tempter  of  mankind,  p.  50,  note  ^, 

SECT.     III. 

Explainifig  the  true  nature  of  Chrijfs  temp' 
tat  ion,  p.  51. 

Since  it  was  -neither  an  outward  tranfaBion, 
nor  diabolical  illufion,  it  mufi  he  a  divine  vifion. 
This  argued  from  Mat.  iv.  i.  Then  was  Jefus 
led  up  of  the  Spirit  into  the  wildernels.  Thefe 
words  do  not  mean,  that  fefus  went  into  the 
wilder  nefs  in  p  erf  on  at  this  time,  he  being  per- 
fonally  there  already,  p.  52.  The  dffierent  ex- 
plications of  thefe  words  given  by  the  advocates 
of  the  common  hypothefis  confdered,  p.  55.  The 
words  ought  to  be  rendered.  Then  was  Jefus 
brought  into  a  wildernefs  {fiixh  rS  xs-vsu'/ji^-'^^) 
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by  the  Spirit,  p.  ^y.  The  Spirit  denotes  jm^ 
raculous  gifts  in  general y  p.  ^-9,  a  prophetic  illu- 
mination in  particular^  p.  6 1 ,  and  revelations 
in  the  v:ay  cf  v/fion,  ib.  In  this  laft  Jenfe  of 
the  phraf't  Chriji  was  brought  into  a  wildernefs 
hy  the  Spirit ^  p.  61.  "The  evangelift  is  not 
/peaking  of  any  one  ivildernefs  in  particular, 
p.  62.  T^he  I  ore  going  explication  cf  St.  iMat- 
thew's  language  juji  fed  by  the  ife  of  the  fame  or 
finiilar  language  in  the  prophet  Ezekiel,  jrom 
whom  it  appears^  that  to  be  brought  to  a  place 
by  the  Spirit,  does  not  denote  any  real  local  re- 
moval, but  being  tranjported  to  that  place  by 
mental  reprefentation,  or  in  vifion,  p.  64. 

T^he  language  of  St.  Mark,  ch.  i.  12,  The 
Spirit  driveth  him  into  a  wildernefs,  exprefes 
a  divine  agency  upon  the  mind  of  Chrifl,  and 
naturally  conveys  to  us  an  idea  of  a  prophetic 
rapture,  or  extacy,  during  which  he  thought 
himfef  tranfported  into  a  dreary  wildernefs, 
p.  68.  What  St.  Mark  means,  when  he  fays, 
Jefus  v/as  there  in  that  wildernefs  forty  days, 
p.  JO.  ^ 

St.  Luke's  account  explained,  Jefus  being 
full  of  the  Holy  Spirit  was  brought  into  a 
wildernefs  (Iv  t&j  Li^v=•j/.'.a^{)  by  or  in  the  Spirit, 
ch.  iv.  II.  p.  72.  ]n  the  Spirit,  denotes  a 
prophetic  afflatus  or  infpiration,  p.  73.  and 
therefore  Chrift  was  not  brought  into  a  wil- 
dernefs in  perfn,  p.  74.  The  phrafe,  in  the 
Spirit,  is  frequently  applied  to  revelations  in  the 
way  of  vifon,  or  of  prophetic  fcenery  and  repre- 
fentation, p.  75-     Such  language  common  in  the 
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age  of  mfpiration,  p.  79.  T^he  Scripture  fome- 
times  dtjlinguifies  between  mi  extacy  aiid  a  vi/ion, , 
p.  80,  note  ''. 

Chriji  was  brought  or  carried  into  a  wil- 
dernefs  by  a  divine  aflatus  in  a  prophetic  'vijioji, 
that  he  might  be  tempted  by  the  devils  and  he ' 
was  fo  tempted  during  his  v'Jio?i  i  and  therefore 
what  is  called  his  temptation  by  the  devil,  was 
a  divine  vijion  and  revelation,  the  effeSi  of  that 
prophetic  afflatus  he  was  now  under,  and  it's 
declared  intention^  p.  80.  All  the  parts  of  the 
temptation,  as  well  the  fveral  propofals  made  to 
Chrift,  as  the  different  fcenes  prefented  to  him, 
were  ?nerely  ideal  and  vfionary,  p.  82.  The 
prefence  and  agency  of  Satan  were  not  real,  but 
apparent,  or  a  part  of  the  prophetic  Jcenery  : 
and  the  hijtory  reprefents  Satan  as  coming  to 
Chrift,  and  tempting  him,  and  removing  him 
from  one  place  to  another,  becaife  the  vfion 
confified  of  a  reprefentation  of  Satan  as  appear- 
ing and  a5iing  in  this  7nanner,  and  it  was  ne- 
cejjary  the  fcenes  Jhould  be  defer ibed  juji  as  they 
were  reprefented  to  Chrift,  p.  85.  Our  Lord 
was  in  the  wildernefs  when  the  temptation  ended 
as  well  as  when  it  began,  p.  82.  Of  the  devil's 
departing  from  Chriil:,  and  doing  it  for  a 
Teafon,  p.  88.  The  fever al  evangelifis  who  re- 
late Chrift' s  temptation,  reprefenting  it  as  a 
divine  vifon  ;  their  authority  may  be  added  to 
the  other  arguments  before  urged  a^ainll  ifs 
being  either  an  outward  tranfaHion,  or  an  illufioii 
of  Satan,  p.  90.  The  hiflory  not  a  con fu fed 
rnixture  of  facls  andvfons,  ib.  note  \    Chrifs 

vijion 
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vifijn  or  revelation  continued  through  the  entire 
Jpace  of  forty  daysy  ih. 

SECT.     IV. 

Pointing  out  the  proper  i?itention  of  ChriJVs 
prophetic  vifion  ;  and  JJjewingy  that  the  fever al 
fcenes  which  it  contains^  though  prefented  to  him 
in  the  forjn,  and  capable  of  anjwering  the  end 
of  a  prefent  triah  were  dtreBly  intended  as  a 
jyinbolical  preditlion  and  r  e  prefent  at  io7i  of  the 
principal  trials  and  difficulties  of  his  publick 
minijtryj  p.  92. 

Four  preh  minary  obfervations . 

I.)   Chriji  ivas  liable  to  temptations,  p.  93. 

2 . )  This  vifion  might  pojfbly  contain  a  prefent 
trial i  p.  95.  In  a  vifion y  the  prophet  had  the 
regular  exercfe  of  his  underfanding,  ib.  and 
ivas  affected  with  the  fcejies  of  it  in  the  fame 
manner  as  if  they  were  realities,  ib.  This 
Jhewn  in  fever  al  injiances,  particularly  in  the 
cafes  of  khx2}i\'MX\  and  VtitXy  p.  98. 

3 . )  This  vifon  was  direBly  defgned  as  a  pre- 
diSIion  and  fmbolical  reprefentation  of  the 
temptations  of  Chrifs  future  minijiry,  p.  10 1. 
This  is  argued  from  the  prophetic  and fymbolical 
nature  of  vfions  in  general^  ib.  and  the  perfeB 
correfpondence  between  the  fg?2S  in  this  vifiony 
and  the  things  they  fignifcd  and  rcprefented, 
p.  102. 

4.  J  Such  fcenes  as  this  vi/ion  contains,  whe^ 
ther  conftdered  as  probationary  or  prophetical^ 
might  be  prefented  to  ChriJI  by  a  divine  hand, 
without  any  unworthy  imputation   upon   God^ 

P-  103. 

The 
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Hhe  account  here  given  of  ChriJYs  tempta- 

tlon,  both  as  a  prejent  trial  and  as  an  emblem 

and  prejiguration  of  his  future  confJ5is,juJlified 

by  a  diJlinSl  and  particular  exaTuination  of  its 

J'everal  fcenesy  p.  io6. 

I  ft.  fcene.  In  this,  Chrijl  is  tempted  by  the 
devil  to  turn  Jlones  into  bread,  to  fatisfy  his 
hunger :  which  was  de/igned  to  fiew,  that  he 
was  to  Jiruggle  with  all  the  hardjhips  of  poverty, 
and  the  other  evils  of  humanity,  but  never,  not 
even  on  the  moji  prefjing  occafions,  to  exert  his 
miraculous  power  for  his  own  perfonal  relief, 
p.  io6. 

lid.  fcene.    In  this,  Chriji  is  tempted  by  the 
devil  to  cajl  himfelf  down  fro?n  a  wing  of  the 
temple  at  Jerufalem  ;  to  Jhew,  that  he  was  not 
to  expofe  his  perfon  to  danger  without  Jiecefjity, 
from  a  confidence  in  the  divine  proteBion  ;  and 
that  he  was  to  avoid  an  ojientatious  dijplay  of 
his  divine  powers,   without  fuffering  others  to 
prefer ibe  to  hi?n,  what  miracles  Jhould  be  wrought 
for  their  conviSlion,  p.  115. 

Hid.  fcene.  In  this,  Chrift  is  tempted 
with  the  offer  of  all  the  kitigdoms  of  the 
world  and  all  their  gloiy^  to  fall  down  and 
worflnp  the  devil ;  to  fiew,  that  he  would  be 
called  upon,  in  coJtfequence  of  the  mijlaken  notions 
of  his  countrymen  concerning  the  Mejjialjs  king- 
dom, to  projtitute  himfelf,  with  all  his  divine  en- 
dowments, to  the  fervice  of  Satan^  for  the 
fake  of  worldly  advancement,  or  in  order  to  afcend 
the  throne  of\\r^€i,  and  to  fpread  his  co/iquefis 
over  all  the  heathen  nations,  p.  97. 

5  The 
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'^'he  peculiar  propriety  of  this  vijiorit  conjidered 
as  a  reprcfentation  of  the  difficulties  of  his  office 
andminijiry'y  at  this  ieafon,  p.  129. 

SECT.     V. 

'Three  ohfervations  upon  the  foregoing  account 
of  Ciorijis  temptation y  p.  133. 

I.)  //  obviates  ail  the  objeBions  made  to  the 
common  interpretation,  and  jujiifes  the  wifdom 
of  God  in  this  difpcnfation,  p.  133. 

2.)  It  exalts  the  character  of  Chri/iy  and 
confirms   our  faith   in    his   divine  miffiony    p. 

3.)  //  affords  ample  conflation  and  inftruc- 
tion  to  his  dfciples,  under  thofe  manfold  and 
great  temptations y  with  which  they  may  be  called 
out  tofiruggle,  p.  143. 

APPENDIX     I. 

/CONTAINING  farther  ohfervations  upon 
^  the  fibjeB  of  the  preceding  Inquiry y  and  an 
anfwer  to  objeSlions,  p.  148. 

I. 

Dr.  Clarke's  and  Dr.  Benfons  folutions  of 
the  difficulties  attending  the  hi/lory  of  Chriffs 
temptation  confideredy  p.  149.  Remarks  on  a 
parage  of  Dr.  Macknight,  who  pleadsy  that 
the  literal  fenfe  of  the  hifiory  of  Chrifis  temp- 
tation is  agreeable  to  the  common  agency  of  evil 
JliritSy  p.  157. 

II.  The 
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II. 

T^he  allowing  Chrljl's  temptation  to  be  a  vijion, 
will  not  affeB  the  bijiory  of  his  miracles ^  or  any 
other  parts  of  Scripture  which  ought  to  be  under ^ 
flood  literally,  p.  159. 

III. 

This  vi/ions  containing  fuch  reprefentations  of 
the  power  of  the  devil  in  making  Chriji  an  offer 
of  the  world,  as  are  not  agreeable  to  his  real 
nature  j  no  objeBion  to  the  divinity  of  the  vtfon, 
p.  163.  The  image »■  in  divine  vtjions  have  often 
no  correfponding  objeSis  in  nature,  or  exaB  ex- 
ternal archetypes,  but  are  always  proper  Jy7nbois 
of  what  they  are  defigned  to  reprefint,  ibid. 

IV. 

"New  proofs  of  the  prophetic  and  fymbolical 
nature  of  vfons  in  general,  in  order  to  confirm 
the  main  principle  of  the  Inquiry,  viz.  that  the 
vifion  of  which  it  treats,  was  a  prediBion  and 
e?72blem  of  the  principal  temptations  of  Chriji's 
minifiry,  p.  168. 

V. 

How  far,  and  in  what  fenfe,  this  vifion  con- 
tained a  prefent  trial,  p.  172.  The  objeBions 
to  this  view  of  it  do  not  affeB  its  main  inten- 
tion, ibid. 

VI. 

Why  the  perfonal  appearance  of  the  devil  to 
our  Lord,  would  have  been  improper  upon  the 
common  hypothefis  concerning  his  temptations', 
and  yet  his  apprehended prejence  proper ,  fuppofng 
them  to  be  a  divine  vifion  ;  and  why  the  confide- 

ratiom 
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rations  which  diminijid  the  force  of  the  fecond 
temptation  in  particular^  upon  the  former  fuppo^ 
ft  ion  ;  do  not  affeB  it  upon  the  latter,  p.  176. 

VII. 

T^he  offer  of  all  the  kingdoms  of  the  worlds 
which  the  devil  made  to  Chrift  in  the  third 
temptation,  might  appear  real  in  the  vifon, 
though  it  could  not  have  do?iefo  in  other  circum- 
(lances,  p.  180. 

VIII. 

How  far  the  mind  of  a  prophet  was  paflive, 
and  how  far  it  was  free,  during  a  vifon, 
p.  183. 

IX. 

^he  Inquiry,  by  freely  urging  the  objeBions 
againft  the  literal  fenfe  of  Chrifs  temptation, 
gives  no  advantage  to  infidelity,  p.  185. 

APPENDIX     IT. 

yf  Paraphrafe  upon  St.  Matthew's  account 
-*-*    of  Chriffs  temptation,    agreeable   to   the 
foregoing  interpretation  of  it,  p.  iSg, 

ERRATUM. 

The  reader  is  defired  to  blot  out  the  parenthefis,  and  the 
words  included  in  it,  p.  4,  note  ^,  line  i. 

AN 
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A    N 

U    I    R    Y 

INTO      THE 

Nature    and   Design    of   Christ's 
Temptation  in  the  Wildernefs. 

Mat.  IV.    I  — II. 

1 .  T^hen  ivas  'J ejus  led  up  of  the  Spirit  into 
the  wildernefs,  to  be  tejiipted  of  the  devil. 

2.  And  when  he  had  fajied  forty  days  and 
forty  nights,  he  was  afterwards  an  hungred. 

3.  And  when  the  tempter  came  to  him,  he 
faid.  If  thou  be  the  Son  of  God,  comtnand  that 

thefe  fiones  be  fnade  bread. 

4.  But  he  anfwered  and  faid.  It  is  written, 
Man  foall  not  live  by  bread  alone,  but  by  every 
word  that  proceedeth  out  of  the  mouth  of  God. 

5.  Then  the  devil  taketh  hi?n  up  into  the  holy 
city,  andfctteth  him  on  a  pinnacle  of  the  temple, 

B  6.  And 
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6.  And  faith  unto  him.  If  thou  be  the  Son  of 
Gody  cajl  thyfelj  down :  for  it  is  written.  He 

Jhall  give  his  angels  charge  concerning  thee,  and 
in  their  hands  they  fj all  bear  thee  up,  leji  at  any 
time  thou  dajh  thy  foot  againjl  a  flone. 

7.  fef us  f aid  unto  him,  It  is  written  again, 
"Thou  JJjalt  not  tempt  the  Lord  thy  God. 

8 .  Again,  the  devil  taketh  him  up  into  an  ex^ 
ceeding  high  mountain,  andfijeweth  him  all  the 
kingdoms  of  the  world,  and  the  glory  of  them : 

9.  And  faith  unto  him.  All  the fe  things  will 
I  give  thee,  if  thou  wilt  fall  down  and  worjhip 
me. 

10.  T^hen  faith  fefus  unto  him.  Get  thee 
hence,  Satan  :  for  it  is  written,  Thou  floalt 
worfnp  the  Lord  thy  God,  and  him  only  fhalt 
thou  ferve. 

1 1 .  '^Ihen  the  devil  leaveth  him.,  and  be- 
hold, angels  came  and  miniflered  unto  him.  See 
likewife  Mjr>^  i.   12,  13.     Luke'w.  \  — 13. 

?^)^)^"^  H  E  detedion  of  error  being  a 
O  T  g  great  help  towards  the  difcovery  of 
k)^>S(ij/  truth  ;  it  will  be  proper,  before  Vv^e 
attempt  to  fettle  the  true  nature  and  defign 
of  Chrift's  temptation,  to  confider  what  ob- 
jections lye  againO:  the  feveral  explications, 
which  have  hitherto  been  given  ot  this  part 
of  the  gofpel  hiftory.   Should  thofe  objedions 

appear 
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appear  to  be  juft,  we  (hall,  at  leafi,  fee  the 
neceility  of  looking  out  for  fome  new  inter- 
pretation. 

S  E  C  T  I  O  N     I. 

IT  has  been  generally  fuppofed,  that  the 
evangelical  hiflory  of  our  Lord's  tempta^ 
tion  is  to  be  underftood,  as  a  narrative  of 
outward  tranfadiions  :  that  the  devil  tempted 
Chrift  in  perfon,  appeared  to  him  in  a  vifible 
form,  fpoke  to  him  with  an  audible  voice, 
and  removed  him  corporeally  from  one  place 
to  another  :  which  opinion  feems  liable  to 
the  follov/ing,  amongfl  other  objedlions. 

I.)  It  is  unfuitable  to  the  fagacity  and  po- 
licy of  the  evil  fpirit.  **  Why  the  devil 
•*  would  at  all  affault  our  Lord,  and  what 
*'  advantage  he  could  poffibly  hope  to  gain 
over  him"  %  has  always  been  acknowledged 
to  be  a  great  difficulty,  by  the  advocates  of 
the  common  interpretation.  But  this  diffi- 
culty is  greatly  increafed  by  a  circumflance, 
which  they  generally  overlook,  viz.  the 
manner  in  which,  on  their  hypothefis,  the 
devil  propofed  his  temptations  to  our  Saviour. 
For  this  hillory,  if  underftood  of  outward 
occurrences,    manifeftly  fuppofes,    that    the 

'  See  Dr.  Clarke  as  cited  in  the  appendix,  N'^.  I. 

B  2  tempter 
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tempter  came   to  him   in  perfon  ;   and  ap- 
peared  before  him  in    a   vifible   form,    and 
under  his  own  proper  charafler.     It  repre- 
fents  him  as  a6ting  under  this  charader,  by 
propofing  and   urging  temptations,    fuch  as 
could   proceed  from  none  but  an  evil  being. 
Now  with  what  profped  of  fuccefs,   could 
he  tempt  our  Lord,  if  he  thus  cxpofed  him- 
Iclf  to  open  view  ?    By  a  perfonal  and  un- 
difguifed  appearance,  he  can   never  hope  to 
prevail  over  the  feeblefl  virtue.     It  is  gene- 
rally admitted,  that,  to  fucceed  againft  frail 
mortals,  he  has  recourfe  io  fecret  fuggcftions, 
fuch   as   they   do   not   diftinguifli   from  the 
natural   and  genuine  offspring  of  their  own 
minds  :    and  thus  conceals  the  hand  which 
offers  the  temptation.    Could  he  then  expecft, 
that  the  illuilrious  perfonage,  whom  he  ac- 
knowledges as  the  Son  of  God,  and  who  had 
been  fo  lately  proclaimed   by  a  voice  from 
heaven  as  fuch,  and  who  v/as  filled  with  the 
Spirit  without  meafure,  (]}ciild  comply  with 
his  ten:iptations,  notwithflanding  his  appear- 
ing  to  him   in    perfon,   fo  as  to  he  certainly 
known    and   diftinguiflied   under  his  proper 
character '? 

If 

*>  To  evade  this  difficulty,  (which  mofi  perfons  have  felt,) 
Tome  have  conje(!:lured,  that  the  devil  now  ;inpeared  under 
ieveral  ^c-AT.j-xt.'f^'' characters  :ind  form:; ;  and  by  this  impciition 

upon 
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If  we  proceed  to  examine  the  particular 
nature  of  Chrifl's  fucceflive  temptations,  it 

will 

upon  our  Saviour,  hoped  the  more  eafily  to  convince  him  of 
the  innocence  and  reafonablenefs  of  his  propoials,   and  to 
deceive    him    into   a   compliance.      7  lie  late   very   learned 
Archbifhop  of  Cjinierbury  in  particular  maintains,    "  that 
*'  the  devil  did  not  appear  what   he  was,   for  that  would 
*'  entirely  have  fruftraced  his  intent."     Serm.  Vol.  IF.  p.  114. 
Dr.  Chandler  likewile  fays,   "  that  the  devil  appeared  pro- 
"   bably  not  as  himfelf,  that  would  have  been  at  once  to  have 
"  prevented    the  efFeft  of  his  temptation."     Serm.  Vol.  III. 
p.  178.     Both  thefe  wrirers  imagine,  that  the  dev:l,  when  he 
came  to  Chrifl:  in  a  vifible  form,  afTurhed  the  refemblance  of 
a  good  angel.     (Chandler,    p.    177,    178.      Seeker,   p,   i!3.) 
IViany    others   have   conjedlured,    that  he    appeared   before 
Chriit  in  the  form  of  a  inan.     Conjectures  are  to  be  regarded, 
accoiding   to  the  degree  in   which    they   are   reafonable   or 
plaufible.     If  they  are  merely  arbitrary,  and  made  from  ne- 
ceffity,  or  becaufe  m.en  can  not  get  over  a  difficulty  without 
their  afiiflance  ;   and  efpecially  if  they  are  not  only  ground- 
lefs,   but  in   any  degree  improbable  ;  they  ought  not  to  be 
received,    and    fhould  be  regarded  only  as  confelTions  of  the 
dillrefs  of  thofe  who  have  recouife  to  them.     With  reo-ard  to 
the  particular  conjeclures  in   queilion  ;   it  is  natural  to  afl<. 
What  foundation  is  there  for  them  ?  Where  do  we  read  of  the 
devil's   appearing   to  Chrift  either  a?    a  good  man,   or  as  a 
good   angel,  or  under  any  other  difguifc  r  Is  there  any  one 
circumflance  of  the  hiiloiy,    that  favours  the  fuppofition  of 
his  appearing  before  Chrilt  under  a  borrowed  charader.?  If 
there  be  no  foundation  for  this  conjedure,   it  muft  be  confi- 
dered  as  arbitrary,  and  made  from  neceffity  alone.     Far'her 
it  is  not  only  unfupported  by  the  hiilory,  but  contradidted  by 
many  circumftanccs  of  it,  and  is  highly  improbable  in  itfelf. 
How  could   the  devil  hope   to  deceive  our  Lord,    by  trans- 
forming himfclf  into  an  angel  of  light,  when  his  very  tempt- 
ing   him  to  idolatry,   was  an  evident  demonftration  of  his 
being  a  fiend  of  hell  t  Or,  how  in  this  cafe  could  he  hope  to 
B  3  pafs 
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will   appear  yet  more  incredible,   that  they 
ihould  be  propofed  to  him  with  any  profpecft 

of 

pafs  for  a  good  mati?  Could  he  even  ^ijh  that  Chrift  fliould 
millake  him  for  a  man  ;  when  ic  mull  have  made  his  promifc 
of  univerfal  empire  appear  ridiculous  ?  With  regard  to  our 
Saviour;  is  it  likely,  that  he  confidered  any  one  of  the 
temptations,  and  leaft  of  all  the  Lift,  as  proceeding  from  any 
good  being,  whether  human  or  angelic  ;  when  he  rejedled  them 
all  as  ^i^z'/and  impious  in  their  very  nature,  and  the  laft  w/ith 
the  highell:  deteftation  ?  Is  it  not,  on  the  contrary,  more 
likely  that  Chrill  afcribed  thefe  temptations  to  fome  ewl 
heing?  This  conclufion,  which  is  fo  probable  in  its  own 
nature,  is  confirmed  by  the  hiftory :  which  reprefents 
the  tempter  as  appearing  and  adling  under  his  proper  cha- 
rafter ;  and  confequently  without  affefting  any  difguife. 
And  inllead  of  giving  any  the  leaft  intimation  of  Chrift's 
being  ignorant  v/ho  it  was  that  tempted  him;  the  hiftory 
even  reprefents  Chrift  as  knosving  him,  and,  as  occafion 
required,  calling  him  by  name,  Get  thee  behind  rne,  Satan., 
Luke  iv.  8,  This  was  faid  in  anfvver  to  the y^cw/rf' tempta- 
tion, according  to  the  order  of  St.  Luke,  who,  though  we 
allow  he  has  perphaps  neglefled  the  true  order,  would  not 
have  done  it,  if  thereby  he  had  led  us  into  an  error  with 
regard  to  our  Saviour,  and  leprefented  him  as  knowing  the 
tempter  fooner  than  he  really  did.  The  gentlemen  whom  we 
oppoCe,  univerfally  allow,  that  Chrill  knew  who  propofed  the 
third  temptation  ;  ajid  this,  ific  does  not  create  a  preiumption 
that  he  knew  him  fconer,  certainly  deprives  the.m  cf  the  bene- 
fit of  their  conjecture,  whgre  they  nioit  want  it,  in  accounting 
for  that  temptation. 

The  foregoing  objedions  conclude  with  peculiar  force 
againft  the  two  eminent  writers  mentioned  at  the  beginning 
of  this  note.  Dr.  Chandler  acknowledges,  "  that  Chrill 
"  was  folicited  to  Jin,  and  to  crimes  of  a  'very  heinous  nature,* 
p.  176,  202  :  "  that  in  the  firft  temptation,  he  ivsll  dif- 
"  cerned  the  treachery  of  the  devil's  counfel,"  p.  193,  and 
that  the  impojlor  nvas  detected,  p.  ig6.  With  regard  tp 
the  fecond  temptation,   hg  affirms,  <'  that  Chrift  underftood 

"  the 
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of  fuccefs,  in  the  manner  plainly  implied  in 
the  literal  fcheme  of  interpretation.  In  the 
firft  temptation,  in  which  he  is  folicited  to 
turn  ftones  into  bread ;  nothing  is  promifed 
on  the  part  of  Satan  to  gain  Chrift's  confent ; 
for  the  miraculous  adl  he  was  prompted  to 
perform,  depended  entirely  upon  the  exer- 

"  the  defign  of  the  devil's  fuggellion,  and  the  fallacy  of  his 
♦'  argument  ;  and  that  he  was  tempted  to  an  adl  of  real  iti' 
*'  folence  and  impiety,  of  criminal  prefiimption  and  folly,"" 
p.  2og,  2IO,  2  11.  And  Dr.  Seeker  fays,  with  regard  to  the 
fame  temptation,  "  Chrifl:  clearly  difcerned  the  intention  of 
*'  the  tempter,"  p.  ii6.  Concerning  the  third  temptation. 
Dr.  Chandler  juftly  obferves,  "  The  prefent  fuggellion  was 
"  an  aft  of  immediate  impiety  againll  God,"  p,  221,  222, 
And  at  this  time,  according  to  Dr.  Seeker,  p.  119,  Chrift 
♦*  told  the  hypocrite,"  (meaning  the  devil)  "  he  knew  him 
'*  well  for  the  adverfary  of  God."  Now  what  end  could  it 
anfwer  for  the  devil  to  appear  under  any  difguife  before 
Chrift,  who  fo  well  knew  his  proper  charadler  in  the  very 
firlt  temptation,  as  well  as  in  every  fucceeding  one  ? 
V/hy  did  he  perfonate  a  good  angel,  when  openly  tem.pting 
Chrift:  to  fn,  and  making  undifguifed  propofals  to  commit, 
what  appeared  to  Chrift,  and  could  not  but  appear  to  every 
one,  the  moft  audacious  and  fnocking  a6t  of  impiety  ?  Surely 
if  the  devil  had  affumed  the  difguife  of  a  celeftial  fpirit,  he 
would  have  taken  better  care  to  preferve  that  character,  than 
to  demand  for  himfelf  the  worfhip  due  to  God  alone.  In 
a  word,  the  fuppofition  of  the  devil's  appearing  before  Chrift: 
as  a  good  angel,  is  not  only  deftitute  of  every  ihadow  of 
fupport,  but  highly  abfurd-  in  iifelf,  and  repugnant  to  the 
hiftory.  I  only  add,  that  if  the  devil  had  difguifed  himfeif 
with  the  view  here  fuppofed,  th^fe  temptations  would  have 
been  trials  rather  of  the  underfanding,  than  of  the  heart,  or  of 
our  Lord's  piety  and  virtue  ;  the  former  of  which  is  very 
different  frpm  the  fcripture  idea  of  temptations. 

B  4  tion 
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tion  of  his  own  power.  Indeed,  (o  far  as 
this  miracle  was  proper  to  fatisfy  Chrift's 
hunger,  it  leems  to  carry  its  own  inforce- 
ment.  But  certainly  he  would  not  be  the 
more,  but  the  lefs,  ready  to  fatisfy  his 
hunger  by  this  means,  upon  the  open  appH- 
cation  of  an  imphicable  enemy,  and  a  fiend 
of  hell  \  This  was  a  circumflance,  that 
could  anfwer  no  other  end,  than  to  create 
a  prejudice  againfl  the  propof^l,  and  furnifh 
a  reafon  for  rejeding  it.  Now  could  the 
devil  intend  to  defeat  his  own  temptation  ? 

In  the  fsfcond  temptation,  (here,  as  in  the 
fequel,  I  follow  the  order  of  St.  Matthew,) 
the  devil  urges  Chrift  to  throw  himfelf  head- 
long from  the  fummit  of  the  temple  at  "Je^ 
riijalem.  In  this,  as  in  the  former  cafe,  he 
does  not  undertake  to  do  any  thing  himfelf 
for  the  honour  or  fervice  of  Chrift  3  and  yet 
folicits  him  to  follow  his  directions.  How- 
ever, there  is  this  difference  in  the  two 
cafes  :   in  the  former,  the  thing  itfcir  which 

f  This  reafoning  has  lately  received  the  fan^iion  of  a  writer 
of  diftin^uiO.ied  learning  and  abilities.  P'or  fpeaking  of  Da- 
wid's  numbering  the  people,  he  (ays,  Jf  the  de'uil  had  bid  him 
do  it,  I  fipp^fs  he  might  have  fcen  the  clo<ven  f.ot,  and  luculd 
Jcarce  ha-ve  follo'wed  the  n}eajure  for  the  fake  of  the  cd-vifer.  Dr. 
Chandler  %  Review  of  the  hiftory  of  Da'vid,  p.  235.  This 
reafoning  concludes  more  flrongly  in  the  cafe  of  Ciirift,  than 
in  that  of  David,  becaufe  the  devil  is  not  fuppofed  to  have 
appeared  in  perfon  to  the  latter. 

was 
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was  advifed,  might  have  been  the  means  of 
his  fupport  j  in  the  latter,  it  might  have  if- 
fued  in  his  deftrud:ion.  Should  it  be  urged, 
**  that  if  Chrifl  had  thrown  himfelf  down 
from  the  top  of  the  temple,  and  been  pre- 
ferved  unhurt ;  his  miraculous  prefervation 
would  have  been  an  atteftation  to  his  charac- 
ter as  the  Son  of  God  :"  I  admit,  that  the 
propofal  in  this  view  of  it,  was  in  itfelf  very 
alluring.  But  under  the  peculiar  circum- 
itances  here  attending  it,  the  devil  could 
fcarce  hope  to  fee  it  embraced.  The  infe- 
rence drawn  from  Chrift's  miraculous  prefer- 
vation, mufl  be  very  uncertain  upon  the 
common  hypotheiis,  which  admits,  that  the 
devil  did  by  his  own  power  remove  Chrift 
corporeally  from  the  w^ildernefs  to  the  top  of 
the  temple"*.  For  what  greater  power  could 
be  neceflary  to  the  prefervation  of  Chriil,  in 
throwing  himfelf  down  from  that  eminence; 
than  the  devil  is  fuppofed  to  have  exerted  in 


<i  Thus  Grotius  in  particular  compares  this  cafe  to  that  of 
Philip,  who  was  caught  away  by  the  Spirit  from  the  eunuch 
to  Jzofus.  On  Mat,  iv.  5.  he  fays,  •^ap.^A.ty.fa'i'tH,  ut 
Philippum  Dei  Spiritus  Ads  viii.  39.  And  Doflor  Bcnj'on 
affirms,  (Life  of  Chrill,  p.  35.)  that  the  devil  hurried  Chriji 
through  the  air,  and  carried  him  from  the  -voildernefs  to  the 
temple.  Some  however  underltand  tue  word,  ' -.■p. /vr/yt'rfrfr, 
in  this  place,  in  a  different  fenfe.  See  below,  p.  15,  note  ', 
and  p,  2j,  note«=. 

railing 
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railing  him  to "  it  ?  How  then  could  it  have 
been  more  certainly  concluded  from  hence, 
that  Jefus  was  the  Son  of  God  ;  than  that 
the  devil  was  fo  too,  had  he  thought  fit  to 
make  the  pretenfion  ?  Befides,  if  Chrift  had 
caft  himfelf  down  from  the  temple  ;  the 
devil,  who  was  prefent,  and  had  (as  is  gene- 
rally fuppofed)  now  affumed  a  vifible  form, 
might  have  done  the  very  fame  thing :  and 
thus  their  refpedive  claims,  whatever  they 
had  been,  would  have  ftood  upon  a  level. 
What  inducement  then  could  Chrid  have  for 
a  compliance  with  the  propofal  fuggefled  ? 
would  he  be  difpofcd  to  gratify  Satan,  by 
doing  an  ad  at  his  mere  motion  ?  it  is  abfurd 
to  fuppofe  it.  Was  he  to  acquire  any  glory 
or  advantage  to  himfelf?  no;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  muft  have  incurred  the  infamy  of 
having  entered  the  lifts  with  the  devil,  with- 
out acquiring  any  fuperiority  over  that  pri- 
foner  of  hell  ;  which  muft  have  been  a 
powerful  motive  to  a  refufal,  rather  than  a 
compliance. 

e  Accordingly  Dr.  Seeker,  (Serm.  Vol.  II,  p.  Il6,  117.) 
very  confidently  with  his  afferting  that  the  tempter  conveyed 
Chrift  through  the  ear  to  one  of  the  battlements  of  the  temple, 
allows  that  he  had  hereby  flievvn  himfelf  qualified  for  fo  nobis 
a  miracle  as  that  of  his  prefervation,  in  cafe  he  had  thrown 
^imfelf  down  from  thence. 

With 
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With  regard  to  the  third  temptation,  ufu- 
ally  accounted  the  greateft  of  all,  the  offer 
of  the  kingdoms  of  the  world  with  all  their 
glory  :  it  feems  as  little  to  defer ve  the  name 
of  a  temotation,  as  that  we  lafl  conlidered. 
The  great  prophet  of  the  Chriftian  church 
could  not  be  ignorant,  that  the  father  of  lies, 
whatever  he  might  boaH:,  had  no  power  to 
difpofe  of  the  empire  of  the  world  ;  and  that 
the  viofi  High  rules  in  the  kingdoms  of  men,  and 
gives  them  to  whomjhe'ver  he  wilV,  Nor  can  it 
be  pretended,  that  Chrift  was  ignorant  by 
whom  this  temptation  was  propofed,  what- 
ever was  the  cafe  with  regard  to  the  others .' 
for  in  his  reply  he  calls  him  Satan  ^  So 
that  were  vre  to  allovs^  \  that  the  devil,  by 
aiTuming  the  appearance  of  a  good  angel, 
hoped  to  deceive  Jefus ;  yet  he  was  cer- 
tainly miftaken  in  his  meafures  j  Jefus  knew 
who  he  was,  and  confequently  that  he  had 
no  power  to  beftow  what  he  fo  liberally 
promifed.-      Now  the    largeft  offer   which 

can 

f  Dan.  iv.    17, 

s  See  above,  p.  4.  note  ''. 

•>  According  to  the  conjeftures  of  Dr.  'Doddridge^  Dr.  Mack' 
night,  and  many  others. 

»  "  Jefus  knew  the  devil  well  for  the  adverfary  of  God, 
ixjho  had  granted  io  no  created  being,  much  lefs  to  him,  the 
honours,  or  the  authority,  nvhich  he  claimed.  Seeker's  Sernij 
Vol.  II.  p.  1 19.  And  Dr.  Chandler,  (Serm.  Vol.  III.  p.  218,  222.) 
jhough  he  thought  the  devil's  offering  Chrift  the  throne  of 

Jfraei 
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can  be  conceived,  is  the  offer  of  nothing,  if 
he  who  makes  it,  be  unable  to  n:iakc  it 
good  :  and  if  he  is  known  to  be  fo,  by  the 
perfon  to  whom  it  is  made,  the  offer  will 
be  deemed  an  infult,  rather  than  a  tempta- 
tion, and  will  provoke  either  fcorn  or  re- 
fentment.  Could  the  devil  then  hope  by 
iuch  contemptuous  treatment,  to  engage  the 
Son  of  God  to  liflen  to  liis  accurfed  councils, 
and  to  feduce  him  to  an  aft  of  the  highed 
diibonour  to  his  heavenly  Father,  fuch  as 
no  one  can  think  of  without  horror;  the 
falling  down  and  paying  divine  homage  to 
this  infernal  fpirit  ? 

If  the  foregoing  reflecflions  are  juft  ;  the 
common  explication  of  this  hillory  gives  fuch 
an  account  of  Chrifl's  temptations,  of  the 
two  Lift  efpecially,  as  is  fubverfive  of  their 
main  intention  3  difarming  them  of  all  in- 
ducement to  a  compliance,  and  even  fur- 
nithing  the  ftrongeft  m.otives  for  rejecting 
them.  All  the  ufe  I  would  make  of  thefe 
refledions  in  this  place,  is  to  obferve,  that 
this  interpretation  reprefents  the  old  ferpent 
as  ading  quite  out  of  charader :   inafmuch 

Ifrael,  and  the  kingdoms  of  the  neighbouring  nations,  ivas 
•worthy  his  craft  and  fuhtilety  ;  yet  tells  us  that  Je/us  let  him 
knonu,  that  the  po^ver  he  claimed  of  difpcfng  the  kingdoms  sf  the 
earth  was  vain  and  presumptuous. 
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as  it  fuppofes  him  to  be  as  peffcdly  void  of 
policy,  as  he  is  of  goodnefs ;  and  that  he 
ufed  the  lead:  art  and  addrefs  in  propofing 
and  inforcing  his  temptations,  in  a  cafe,  in 
Vv'hich  the  greateft  would  have  been  in- 
fufficient  to  infure  his  fuccefs  ^  It  is  more 
material  to  obferve, 

II.  That 

^  Our  learned  divines,  in  order  to  account  for  the  devil's 
aflaulting  our  Lord  with  any  hope  of  fuccefs,  generally 
fuppofe,  that  he  was  fomewhat  uncertain  whether  our  Lord 
was  indeed  the  Meffiah  ;  and  admit,  that  unl;fs  the  tempter 
had  been  in  doubt  as  to  the  character  of  Je/us,  it  is  not  to  be 
imagined  he  Jhould  ha've  attempted  to  feduce  him  at  all. 
Dr.  M3fi»/j-v^/'s  commentary,  and  Dr.  CAxri^,  Vol.  L  ferm.  93. 
It  is  not,  I  hope,  incon/iftent  with  the  deference  due  to  thele 
gentlemen,  to  obferve,  i.  That  upon  the  common  hypothefis 
concerning  this  temptation  and  the  author  of  it,  there  is  no 
leafon  to  believe  he  was  ignorant  or  doubtful  who  Jefus  was. 
If  the  devil  is  well  acquainted  with  the  fcriptures,  and  parti- 
cularly with  the  antient  prophecies  concerning  the  Meiliah  ; 
if  he  knew  all  the  wonderful  circumftances  which  accom- 
panied the  birth  of  Jefus,  and  was  fo  lately  a  witnefs  to  the 
teftimonics  born  to  him  from  heaven,  both  by  the  defccnr  of 
the  fpirit,  and  by  tl.e  voice  which  proclaimed  him  the  Son  of 
God  ;  he  could  not  but  know  with  certainty  who  Jefus  was. 
This  Dr.  Lightfoot  has  fully  proved,  in  his  firlt  volume, 
p.  503.  fol.  edit.  Accordingly  thefe  words  which  introduce 
two  of  his  temptations,  do  not  exprefs  doubt,  but  afTurancc, 
If  thou  be,  that  is,  feeing  thcu  art,  (or  inafmuch  as  thou  art ) 
the  Son  of  God.  It  is  here  taken  for  granted,  that  Jefus  was 
the  Son  of  God  ;  and  his  being  fo,  is  the  very  reafon  by 
which  the  devil  urges  him  to  comply  with  his  propofals  ; 
•'  Since  you  are  the  Meiliah,  it  is  fit  you  ihould  ad  as  fuch, 
*'  and  exert  your  divine  power  in  turning  Hones  into  bread, 
"  and  in  flying  down  from  the  temple."  Thus,  as  Dr.  Light- 
fost  obferves  (ubi  fupra)  the  word  if  is  ufed  in  the  fpeech  of 
7  Lamech 
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n.)  That  this  explication  is  very  ill  calcu- 
lated to  promote  either  the  honour  of  Chrifl:, 
or  the  inftrudtion  and  confolation  of  his  dif- 
ciples.  Scarce  can  we  preferve  upon  our 
minds  a  fufficient  reverence  of  the  fan6tity 
and  dignity  of  the  Redeemer,  v^^hen  we 
behold  him  in  fuch  familiar  conference  with, 
and  under  the  power  of,  an  unclean  fpirit ; 

Lamechy  Gen.  iv.  23.  If  Cain  Jhall  he  a^venged  /even  foU, 
which  was  with  Lamech  a  thing  undoubted.  He  who  defires 
the  fulleft  evidence  that  ^  and  eiyi  are  frequently  affirmative 
particles,  may  confult  Locke  and  Doddridge  on  Ephef.  iii.  2. 
Peirce  on  Col.  i.  23.  and  Taylor  on  Rom  viii.  9.  but  efpecially 
Noldii  Concordant.  Partic.  under  the  correfpondent  Hebrew 
particle  iZD^^  which  is  often  rendered  certe,  omnino,  quia,  quan- 
doquidetn,  quod.  Even  Dr.  Macknight  himfelf,  who  in  p.  64 
of  his  Commentary  (fecond  edition)  urges  thefe  words,  If 
thou  be  the  Son  of  God,  cafi  thy/clf  down  from  hence,  in  fupport 
of  the  devil's  being  in  doubt  as  to  the  charafler  of  Jefus, 
does  in  p.  66  explain  them  in  their  true  fenfe,  though  it 
fubverts  his  own  hypothefis :  SINCE  thou  art  the  Son  of 
God,  thou  poiddji  caji  thyfelf  do-tvn. 

2.  Were  we  to  allow,  that  the  devil  was  in  doubt  who 
Jefus  was,  and  that  otherwife  he  could  not  pofiibly  have  hoped 
to  gain  any  advantage  over  him  ;  this  will  not  account  for 
his  propofing  his  temptations  in  zn  open  and  uijible  majtner  i 
nay,  it  proves  that  this  manner  ought  cf  all  others  to  have 
been  moll  carefully  avoided,  becaufe  the  leall  likely  to 
fucceed.  For  certainly  the  ftrongeft  temptations  of  the 
devil  are  thofe  wherein  he  lead  appears.  I  am  not  therefore 
fo  happy  as  to  be  able  to  acquiefce  in  the  explication,  thefe 
gentlemen  have  given  of  the  motives,  which  induced  the 
devil  to  undertake  this  temptation  ;  becaufe  in  the  method 
he  took,  he  could  have  no  expeBation,  nor  fcarce  a  thought,  of 
fuccefs  ;  at  leaft,  he  could  not  have  taken  a  moie  likely 
method  to  mifcarry. 

who 
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who  at  pleafure  tranfports  \  his  fovereign  and 
his  judge  from  place  to  place,  raifes  him  to 
the  moft  confpicuous  ftations  to  expofe  him 
to  publick  derifion,  and  wantonly  and  arro- 
gantly propounds  to  him  one  foolifli  enter- 1 
prize  after  another  ^     It  fills  us  with  horror 

as 

'  Thofe  who  are  of  opinion,  that  the  devil  did  rot  tranfporC 
Chrift  through  the  air,  but  only  led  him  on  foot,  from  place 
to  place,  (fee  below  p.  23,  note  '^.)  would,  I  fhor.ld  think,  find 
it  difficult  to  account  for  Chrill's  fufFering  himfeif  to  be  led 
to  the  temple,  (where  the  Jews  always  reforted)  and  back 
again  through  the  ftreets  of  jfem/alem,  in  fuch  company. 
Could  the  inhabitants  have  been  witneffes  to  a  fight  fo  won- 
derful and  fo  horrible,  and  yet  take  no  notice  of  it  ?  Would 
not  their  feeing  Chrift  in  company  with  the  devil,  at  the  very 
_/fr/?  opening  of  his  miniftry,  before  he  had  afforded  them  any 
evidences  of  his  divine  miffion,  and  while  they  were  ftrangers 
to  his  genuine  charadler;  have  necefi^arily  made  even  upon 
honelt  minds  ftrong  imprefTions  to  his  difadvantage  ?  Would 
not  fuch  a  fight  at  this  feafon  efpecially,  have  raifed  fome 
.fufpicion  of  his  being  an  afl*ociate  and  confederate  with  the 
devil?  Now  would  Chrift  unneceffarily-  create  a  prejudice 
againft  himfeif  in  good  minds,  or  give  any  occafion  to  his 
enemies  to  blafpheme  r  Without  any  fuch  ground  for  the  accu- 
fation,  as  his  being  fee n  in  familiar  conference  with  demons, 
his  enemies  afcribed  his  cure  of  demoniacs  to  the  afiiftance  of 
the  prince  of  demons.  But  the  very  fuppofition  of  Chrift's 
fufFering  himfeif  to  be  led  about  by  the  devil,  in  places  of  the 
moft  publick  refort,  and  of  the  moft  facred  nature,  for  no 
imaginable  end  whatever;  does  fo  Ihock  the  human  imagi- 
nation, that  one  would  think  there  could  be  no  occafion  to 
confute  it.  There  would  be  fcarce  decency,  in  expofing  ic 
as  it  deferves. 

">  It  has  indeed  been  faid,  "  that  it  was  no  more  unworthy 

the  Son  of  God  to  undergo  the  affaults  of  e^il  J'pirits,  than 

to   fuller  indignities  and  death  from   the  hands  of  ivicked 

7  "  men.'* 
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as  well  as  aftonlfliment,  to  confider  farther, 
that  during  all  this  tranfadion,  Chrift  muft 
have  yielded  voluntarily  to  the  mere  motion 
and  inftigation  of  the  devil.  For,  though  it 
was  by  the  Spirit  of  God  that  he  was  carried 
into  the  wildernefs,  yet  it  was  by  the  devil 
that  he  was  conveyed  from  thence  to  the 
temple,  and  placed  upon  it's  battlements ; 
a  mofi  dangerous  and  formidable  eminence" ! 
And  therefore  as  the  devil  could  have  no 
power  over  our  Lord,  unlefs  by  his  free 
confent,  Chrift  muft  have  been  accelTary  to 
his  own  didionour,  danger,  and  temptation  *. 

Such 

iHf»."  But  by  partaking  of  flefli  and  blood,  he  became  liable 
to  the  latter,  and  nothing  but  a  miracle  could  have  faved  him 
from  them.  But  with  regard  to  the  former,  it  is  certain, 
that  fueh  afTaults  of  the  devil  as  thefe  are  fuppofed  to  have 
been,  are  rot  the  lot  of  humanity.  Befides,  the  moil  im- 
portant ends  of  Chrifl's  coming  into  the  world,  required  his 
fubmiflion  to  death ;  but  no  valuable  end  whatever  was 
anfwered,  by  his  putting  himfelf  entirely  into  the  power  of 
the  d»vil,  in  the  manner  here  pretended. 

»  Some  parts  of  the  temple  (being  built  upon  the  edge  of  a 
rock,  under  which  was  a  valley  of  a  prodigious  depth)  were  of 
fo  vaft  a  height,  that  it  was  impoffible  to  look  down  without 
makino-  the  head  to  fwim  ;  nor  could  the  fight  reach  to  the 
bottom ;   as  we  learn  from  Jofephus,  Antiq.  Jud.  1.  15.  c.  11. 

§5- 

«  Should  it  be  faid,  that  Chrift  had  an  order  from  God,  to 

fuffer  himfelf  to  be  brought  into  this  dangerous  fituation  ;  the 
afiertion  could  not  be  proved  from  the  text.  Nor  is  it  likely 
any  fuch  order  was  given  ;  becaufe  no  good  end  could  be  an- 
fwered by  it.  Chrift  might  be  carried  into  the  wildernefs  to 
be  tempted  of  the  devil ;    but  not  that  he  might,  in  any 

meafure. 
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Such  a  conduiffc  as  this  would  have  been  the 
more  unworthy  of  him,  as  no  good  end 
could  be  anfwered  by  it,  either  with  refpedt 
to  himfelf  or  his  followers.  His  own  cha- 
ra*5ler  would  have  been  degraded,  rather 
than  exalted.  The  temptations  themfelves 
to  which  he  was  expofed,  were  very  far  from 
carrying  any  force  ;  as  was  obferved  above  : 
what  extraordinary  merit  then,  nay,  what 
virtue  in  the  lowed  degree,  could  there  be 
in  refifling  them  ?  And  if  there  was  no 
proper  temptation  prefented  to  Chrifl,  none 
that  could  ferve  as  an  evidence  or  exercife 
of  his  obedience  ;  what  fuitable  confolation 
or  ufeful  inftrudtion,  under  real  and  powerful 
temptations,  can  his  followers  derive  from 
this  hiftory  ? 

What  has  been  already  offered  under  this 
and  the  foregoing  heads,  will  enable  us  to 
form  a  right  judgment  concerning  the  reafons 
commonly  offered,  for  Chrifl's  fubmittinr>' 
to  be  tempted  by  the  devil,  in  the  manner 
here  fuppofed.  I.  It  has  been,  I  think, 
generally  aflerted,  that  the  apoftle  exprefsly 
adigns   this  as  one  reafon,    that  hereby  he 

meafure,  yield  to  his  temptations.  Neverthelefs,  this  would 
have  been  the  cafe,  had  Chiift  yielded  to  the  perfuafions  of 
the  devil  to  accompany  him  to  different  places,  in  order  to 
his  being  tempted. 

C  might 
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might ''  he  made  like  unto  his  brethren^  and 
become  a  merciful  and  faithful  high  priefi, 
for  in  that  he  himjelf  has  fuffered,  being 
tempted,  he  is  able  to  fuccour  them  that  are 
tempted.  Dr.  Chandler  '^  thinks  the  hiftory 
of  our  Saviour's  temptation  is  evidently  re- 
ferred to  in  the  following  palTage  :  He  itas 
in  all  points  tempted  like  as  we  are,  yet  ^without 
fin\  It  is  impoffible  here  to  forbear  ob- 
ferving,  how  ready  all  men  are,  at  leaft  occa- 
lionally,  to  be  governed  by  the  found,  rather 
than  the  fenfe  of  Scripture  :  for  it  is  manifeft 
that  the  apoftle  in  thefe  pafTages,  refers  to 
thofe  temptations  and  fufferings  to  which 
the  Hebrew  Chriftians  were  expofed  by 
their  new  profeffion.  To  encourage  them 
under  thefe  trials,  he  properly  reminds 
them,  that  Chrift  had  been  exercifed  with 
the  very  fame,  called  out  to  ftruggle  not 
only  with  all  the  common  difficulties  of  hu- 
man life,  but  alfo  with  the  kwtrtii  perfecu- 
tions.  In  this  refped:,  there  was  a  real  re- 
femblance  between  his  cafe  and  their's. 
And  this  is  the  fubjecl  of  the  apoftle's 
difcourfe.  That  he  does  not  refer  to  Chrift's 
temptation  in  the  wildernefs,  is  farther  evi- 


?  Heb.  ii.   14—18, 

s  P.  175.     Compare  Dr.  Htchr,  p.  iic. 

'  Heb.  iv,  15. 

dent 
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dent  from  hence,  that  by  undergoing  that 
temptation  he  was  not  made  like  unto  his  . 
bretbreiii  nor  tempted  like  as  we  are.  The 
mod  learned  advocates  of  the  common  hypo- 
thefis  contend,  **  that  this  temptation  was 
**  extraordinary  in  it's  nature,"  and  carried 
on  in  an  open  man7ier\  "  The  tempter," 
fay  they,  *'  came  to  Jefus  in  a  vifible  form  : 
*'  a  thing,  which  we  have  neither  any  reafon 
**  from  hence  to  J  ear  will  ever  be  our  own  caje, 
**  or  to  believe  is  ever  the  cafe  of  other  common 
*'  men^y  They  Ukev/ife  aiTcrt,  that  when 
we  are  tempted  by  invifible  powers,  the 
temptations  ^x^fecret ",  and  not  diftingziiJJjabli 
by  us  from  thofe  which  arife  of  them/elves  in  our 
own  breafts  ^  Now,  if  we  are  not  tempted 
as  Chrift  was  in  the  wildernefs,  according  to 
the  common  exphcation  of  this  hiftory  -,  then 
the  fitnefs  or  neceflity  of  his  being  made  like 
unto  his  brethren,  is  moft  improperly  urged 
fls    a    ground    or   reafon    for   his    being   fo 

temoted  ^. 

i. 

»  Dr.  Chandler,  p.  176,    177. 

'  Dr.  Seeker,  p.  113. 

«  Dr.  Chandler,   p.  185,  197. 

^  Dr.  Seeker,  p.  107. 

>'  See  Sea.  IV.  N".  i.  It;  is  very  remarkable,  that  there 
Ihould  be  no  reference  at  all  in  any  part  of  the  New  Tefta- 
ment  to  Chriil'a  temptation  in  the  wildernefs  ;  if  it  be,  what, 
according  to  the  received  interpretation,  it  certainly  was,  the 
moil  aftonifning  and  miraculous  event  which  ever  befel  him. 

C    2  2.   A 
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2.  A  farther  reafon  affigned  for  his  fub- 
mitting  to  be  tempted  in  the  manner  he  is 
generally  fuppofed  to  have  been  in  the  wil- 
dernefs,  is,  that  his  example  might  be  a 
complete  pattern  of  every  virtue.  But  ac- 
cording to  the  common  explication  of  Chrift's 
temptations,  they  did  not  difplay  any  of  h-is 
virtues  to  advantage,  as  U'e  have  already 
proved  ;  nor  was  his  behaviour  under  thera 
proper  for  the  imitation  of  his  followers. 
For  if  the  devil's  bringing  him  into  circum- 
fiances  of  danger,  and  placing  him  upon  the 
brink  of  a  flupendous  precipice,  from  whence 
he  was  to  be  inftigated  to  throw  himfelf 
down,  and  fi'om  whence,  indeed,  it  was 
difficult  not  to  fall ;  if  this  could  not  have 
been  effeded  without  his  free  confent  and 
choice,  his  example  may  be  injurious,  rather 
than  beneficial,  to  fuch  creatures  as  we  are, 
who  are  more  likely  to  preferve  our  inno- 
cence, by  flying  from  temptation,  than  by 
incountering  it;  and  who  are  accordingly 
warned,  never  voluntarily  to  rufh  upon  it, 
but,  as  far  as  we  are  able,  to  prevent  it's 
approach.  Can  it  then  be  conceived,  that 
Chrift,  if  he  knew  the  devil,  would  fufier 
himfelf  to  be  tranfported  by  him  to  a  iceuQ 
of  the  greateft  danger,  whereby  he  would 
enervate   .ill   his  exhortations   to  caution  in 

declinine 
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declining  it,  and  more  efpecially  that  ex- 
cellent maxim,  delivered  on  this  very  occa- 
fion,  T^hou  fialt  not  tempt  the  Lord  thy  God, 
which  he  might  have  inculcated  to  much 
greater  advantage,  by  refufing  to  have  left 
the  wildernefs  ?  If  Chrifi;  was  ignorant  who 
his  companion  was,  as  fome  endeavour  to 
perfuade  us ;  would  he  go  along  with  a 
ftraiiger,  go  vv^ith  him  in  queft  of  tempta- 
tions, and  run  into  the  way  of  them  ?  There 
are  many  who  contend  for  the  literal  inter- 
pretation of  this  hiflory,  from  a  regard  to 
the  honour  of  Chrifi:,  and  to  the  benefit  of 
his  difciples ;  whereas  in  truth  it  is  equally 
injurious  to  both,  and  fubverts  the  very 
foundation  on  which  they  reft,  the  flrength 
and  reality  of  thefe  temptations.  And  fup- 
pofing  the  temptations  to  have  been  real  and 
powerful,  .  the  conduct  here  afcribed  to 
Chrift  is  not  calculated  for  the  imitation  or 
inftrudion  of  his  followers". 

JII.  It 

^  Dr.  Seeker,  p.  iio,  thinks  it  may  be  faid  very  fafely, 
that,  for  any  thing  <we  i»o-iv,  it  ?nigLt  behove  Chrijl^ — to  giue 
the  enemy  all  ad-uantages  and  opportunities,  in  order  to  make  his 
defeat  more  confpicuous.  But  may  ic  not  be  faid,  both  with 
more  fafety  and  more  probability,  that  it  did  not  beho-ve  Chrijl 
to  give  the  devil  any  ad-vatitage,  that  fo  his  example  might 
be  inftrudlive  to  ihofe  who  are  required  to  watch  and  pray 
that  they  enter  not  into  temptation,  and  forbidden  to  give 
Satan  any  advantage  ?  In  reality,  no  advantage  was  given  to 
the  devil,  by  Chrifl's  allowing  himfelf  to  be  affaulted  by  him 
C  3  in 
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III.)  It  is  a  farther  objecllon  to  the 
common  opinion,  that  it  afcribes  to  the  devil 
the  performance  of  the  greatefb  miracles. 
(i.)  It  fuppofes  that  the  devil,  by  nature  a 
fpiritual  and  invifible  agent,  has  a  power  of 
afluming  at  pleafure  a  corporeal  or  vifible 
form  %  and  of  fpeaking  with  an  audible 
voice  ;  though  there  is  no  more  ground  from 
experience,  (our  fole  inftruLtor  in  the  efta- 
bliOied  laws  of  nature,)  to  afcribe  this  power 
to  the  devil,  than  to  afcribe  life  to  the  ina- 
nimate, or  fpeech  to  the  brute  creation  5  and 
though  the  fcripture  reprefents  the  ap- 
pearance or  vifion  of  a  fpiritual  being  as  an 
inconteftable  miracle:  for  Zacharias  \v2i^ 
ftruck  dumb  for  not  giving  credit  to  fuch  an 
evidence  of  a  divine  interpofition  ^  (2.)  It 
fuppofes  farther,  that  the  devil  has  a  power 
of  conveying  men  from  place  to  place,  and 
that  he  did  adually  exert  this  power  over 

in  the  manner  commonly  fuppofed  ;  and  confequently  no 
peculiar  honour  could  refult  from  his  victory  over  him.  The 
very  fuppofition  of  Chrift's  giving  the  enemy  ?.1I  advantages, 
in  order  to  make  his  defeat  more  confpicuous,  implies  his 
knowing  who  he  was ;  which  at  once  difarmed  his  tempta- 
-tions  of  all  their  power. 

^  It  has  been  taken  for  granted  by  Dr.  Sechr,  Dr.  Chandler, 
find  other  learned  writers,  that  the  devil  has  this  power  ;  but 
this  point  has  never  been  proved  ;  nor  do  I  remember  that 
any  one  of  them  has  ever  attempted  to  prove  it. 

*•  Luke  i.  20. 

bis 
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bis  great  Lord,  by  tranfporting  bim  tbrougli 
the  air  %  from  the  wildernefs  to  the  fummit  . 

of 

c  I  here  argue  on  the  fuppofition,  that  the  devil  did  not 
lead  Chrift  on   foot  from  place  to  place,  but  conveyed  him 
through  the  air  ;  becaufe  the  advocates  of  what  is  called  the 
literal  fcheme  generally  fuppofe  this  to  have  been  the  cafe. 
Dr.  Chandler,  (p.  ziz.)  indeed,  and  feveral  others  plead,  that 
the  word,   isa-^ahau-CoLVx:-,  imports  no  more  than  to  condu£t 
a  ■per/on,   or  to  take  him  nuith  us  as  a  companion ;   (in  which 
fenfe  it  is  ufed  Mat.  xvii.  i.)  and  that  there  was  no  miracle 
performed  on    this   occafion,    the   devil   only   going  before 
Chrift,  and  either  perfuading  or  conftraining  him  to  follow. 
Thefe  gentlemen,   however,  feem  to  me  to  miftake  the  argu- 
ment.     For,    I  apprehend,    thofe  who  hold   that  the  devil 
conveyed  Chrift  through  the  air,  do  not  ground  their  opinion 
on    the   meaning   of  'tt-jpctAc  f^.Ctii  &i,    (which    certainly    can 
never  determine  the  manner  in  which  Chrift  was  taken  to  the 
wing  of  the  temple,)  but  on  the  circumftances  of  the  hiftory, 
which,   to   their   apprehenfion,    require   this   interpretation. 
Whoever  carefully  confiders  the  matter,  will  foon  fee  that  it 
was  irapoffible  the  devil  fhould  take  Chrift  to  the  top  of  the 
Jewifh  temple  without  a  miracle.     It  appears  by  the  defcrip- 
tion  given  of  the  temple  hy  Jofephus,  (Anciq.  1.  15.  c.  11. 
^  3,   5.    and  B.  J.    1.  5.   c.  5.)  and  from  feme  paffages  from 
other  Jewifh  writers,  (cited  by  Dr.  Whitby  on  Luke  xxii.  52.) 
that    it    was   fo  encompafied    by   W.1II3,    and  fo  conftantly 
guarded,  that  all  accefs  to  it  was  impradicable,  but  by  fuch 
perfons,    and   under  fuch   conditions,    as   the  law  allowed. 
Now   by  law,   no  foreigner  could  pafs  the  iirft  inclcfure  or 
court  under  pain  of  death  ;    the  J ezvip people  could  not  pafs 
the  fecond  ;    the  priejh  alone  could  enter  the  third.     The 
temple  itfelf  was  within  this  court;  from  which  Chrift  waa 
excluded,  not  being  a  Jewifh  prle!>.     As  to  the  devil,   thofc 
who  know  under  what  dif-Ferenc  difguifes  he  impofed  upon 
Chrift,   (fee  above  p.  ^,  note  *>)  can  with  equal  certainty  in- 
form us  by  what  ftratagems  he  might  advance  forward  to  the 
temple.     Chrift,  however,  in  nvhom  there  tvas  no  guiie,  could 
not  have  been  permiLted   to  follow.     With  regard   to   the 
C  4  temple 
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of  the  Jevv'Iih  temple-;   and  from  thence  to 
the    top    of   an   exceeding  high   mountain. 

But 

temple  itfelf,  properly  fo  called  ;  on  the  top  of  it  there  nvere 
/pikes,  nvith  Jharp  points.,  to  pre-veiit  fo  much  as  a  bird  from 
refting  upon  it.  The  ivings  of  the  temple  ilretched  out  on 
either  fide,  at  the  eaftein  front  of  it,  which  was  by  far  the 
molt  magnificent,  and  commanded  a  view  of  the  entire  body 
of  worfiiippers.  Thefe  wings  were  twenty  cubits  higher 
than  the  temple  ;  the  height  of  the  temple  being  loo  cubit?, 
and  the  height  of  the  '^rjipvytoy  1 20  cubits,  at  the  top  of 
which,  the  hiftory  (according  to  the  common  interpretation) 
affijms,  the  devil  did  fet  our  Saviour.  That  the  word  ■/j-c.u'yiov 
denotes  the  ^r.uzV/g-  (not  iht pinnacle)  of  the  temple;  thar  mort: 
valuable  expofitor  Dr.  Lightfoot  long  fince  obferved,  (Works 
Vol.  n.  p.  130.)  And  his  opinion  was  adopted  by  the 
learned  Dr.  Prideaux,  (Conned.  Vol.  I.  p.  200.)  and  lately 
hy  I> r.  Benfcn,  (Life  of  Chrift,  p.  35.)  Thefe  circumllances 
ferve  to  fhew,  that  the  devil  could  not  lead  Chrilt  on  foot  to 
the  top  of  one  of  thefe  wings  of  the  temple,  in  the  manner 
fome  alledge  ;  but  muft  (if  he  placed  him  there  at  all)  have 
carried  him  through  the  air,  or  afforded  him  fome  other 
niiraculous  afliftance  :  (unlefs  they  can  fuppofe,  that  the  devil 
firfl  applied  for  leave  to  the  officers  and  guards  of  the  temple  ; 
which  was  very  unlikely  to  have  been  afked,  or  obtained,  or 
paffed  over  in  filence.)  And  as  the  facred  writers  were  well 
acquainted  with  all  thefe  circumftances,  they  could  never 
defio-n  to  affirm,  that  the  devil  did  what  they  knew  was  im- 
poffible  to  be  done.  Dr.  Macknight  (to  avoid  this  difficulty) 
maintains,  that  it  was  from  the  battlement  of  one  of  the  cloyjlersy 
that  the  denjil  defer ed  fefus  to  throiv  Imnfelf  doijun  ;  and  he 
affirms  (but  without  producing  any  authority)  thnt  the  people 
tvere  at  liberty  to  <walk  on  the  roof  of  the  cloyjfers.  This  la  ft 
aflertion  feems  to  me  fomewhat  improbable,  both  becaufe 
the  cloyfters  were  facred  buildings  ;  and  becaufe  no  fuch 
liberty  as  the  dodor  fpeaks  of,  was  allowed  even  with  regard 
to  common  houfes,  to  which  no  peculiar  reverence  was  due.  For 
the  door  which  opened  upon  the  roof  was  conffantly  kept 
ihut,  to  prevent  their  domeftic  animals  from  daubing  the 
I  tcrraccj 


[  25  ] 
But  this  could  not  have  been  done,  but  by 
repeated  difplays  of  a  power  truly  mira- 
culous, and  even  equally  flupendous  with 
that  by  which  Philip  was  tranfported  from 
Gaza  to  Azotus  ^ ;  and  by  no  means  inferior, 
as  was  obferved  above,  to  that  which  would 
have  been  neceiTary  to  the  prefervation  of 
Chrifl,  had  he  thrown  himfelf  down  from 
the  temple,  in  proof  of  his  being  the 
Mefliah " ;  though  his  anfwer  implies,  that 
his  prefervation  muft  have  depended  on  the 
interpofition  of  God,  whom  it  was  not 
lawful  to  tempt.  (3.)  It  fuppofes,  that  the 
devil  having  placed  Chrifl  upon  an  exceeding 

terrace,  and  thereby  fpoiling  the  water  which  fell  from  thence 
into  the  cifterns  below  the  court :  and  the  flairs  which  con- 
dodled  to  the  roof  were  not  placed  on  the  outfide  of  the  houfe, 
but  either  in  the  porch,  or  at  the  entrance  into  the  court ; 
and  confequently  ftrangers  could  not  have  accefs  to  them 
without  the  confent  of  the  family.  See  Dr.  Shan.v%  travels  as 
cited  by  Dr.  Macknight  in  his  Harmony,  part  I.  p.  123.  2d.  ed. 
But  whether  the  people  were  at  liberty  to  walk  upon  the 
roofs  of  the  cloyfters,  is  a  point  of  no  importance,  becaufe 
the  evangelifts  are  not  fpeakingof  any  of  the  clojjiers,  not  one 
of  which  was  called  the  od?>z§-  of  the  temple.  The  word  'i^'ov 
rs  ufed  with  great  latitude  in  the  Gofpels,  (P^/Iat.  xxi.  \  2, 
ch.  xxiv.  I.  Mark  xi.  11,  15,  17.)  fo  as  to  include  the 
temple  and  all  the  buildings  and  courts  belonging  to  it :  and 
the  part  of  the  /?pov  here  fpecified,  was  the  T/jipvyiov  or  ivi^ig; 
fo  called,  becaufe  like  wings  it  extended  itfelf  in  breadth  on 
each  fide,  far  beyond  the  breadth  of  the  temple. 

<i  Afts  viii.   39,  40. 

«  3ee  Dr.  Seder,  cited  above,  p.  ic.  note  ^, 

high 
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high  mountain,  could  from  thence  (hew  him 
all  the  kingdoms  of  the  world  ^     Now  there 

being 

f  Some  learned  perfons  fuppofe  that  the  Jhenving  here 
fpoken  oF,  relates  rather  to  dcj'cription,  than  by  ocular  fight. 
Dr.  Chandler,  p.  215.  zx\A  Heumati,  Diil.  Sylloge,  torn.  1.  p.  i. 
Diff.  7,  cited  by  Dr.  Seeker,  p.  ii8.  But  there  could  be  no 
more  occafion  to  take  Chrift  to  an  exceeding  high  mountain, 
in  order  to  (hew  him  the  kingdoms  of  the  world  by  defcription, 
than  St.  Paul  could  have  had  to  carry  the  Corinthians  to  aa 
exceeding  high  mountain,  in  order  to  Jhe<uij  them  a  more  excel- 
lent --way,  viz.  that  of  charity,  (i  Cor.  xii.  31.)  "Dx.  Mack- 
night,  being  fenfible  on  the  one  hand,  that  a  real  fight  of  all 
the  kingdoms  of  the  world  from  any  high  mountyin  vs  hat- 
foever,  is  an  inipollible  thing  ;  and  being  willing  on  the 
other,  to  refer  this  article  of  the  hiftory,  to  what  Chrift  faw 
with  his  bodily  eyes;  would  reftrain  the  profpedt  to  tie  land 
cfpromi/e.  So  this  author,  andDr.  Chandler  \\k>^:v/\(c  'p.  214-) 
think  the  word  tt'ccr^o.;  is  ufed  Rom.  iv.  13.  The  promife  that 
he  Jhotild  be  heir  of  the  WORLD,  'ivas  not  to  Abraham  or  to 
his  feed  through  the  la-iju,  but  through  the  righteoufnefs  of  faith. 
Some  plead,  that  \t'ocruoi  fignifies  the  Ranan  empire:  and 
there  are  many  who  underfland  it  in  this  hiftory  fomeiimes  of 
Judea,  and  at  other  times  of  the  Roman  empire,  jufl:  as  fuits 
their  purpofe.  In  anfwer  to  which  I  obferve,  1.  No  one  inftance 
has  hitherto  been  produced,  in  which  Kocruo<  fignifies  only 
one  particular  country.  It  may  indeed  be  applied  to  the  Roman 
empire  ;  becaufe  this  empire  was  confidered  and  fpoken  of  as 
comprehending  in  it  all  the  countries  and  kingdoms  of  the 
world.  This  application  of  the  word  therefore  will  not 
anfwer  the  purpofe  for  which  it  is  urged.  That  in  the 
pafiage  cited  above  from  St.  Paul,  it  can  not  be  reftrained  to 
the  land  of  Judea,  is  evident  from  the  occafion  on  which  it 
is  ufed.  For  the  promife  referred  to  by  the  apoftle,  is  that 
whereby  Abraham  nvas  made  the  father  of  all  them  that  belie-ue, 
though  they  be  not  circumcifed,  and  are  fcattered  all  over  the 
world,  ver.  i  i.  And  it  is  for  this  <very  reafon,  \\\2iX.  Abraham 
Is  galled  the  heir  of  the  Wi^rld -,  becaufe  believers  of  all  nations 
I  ef 
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being  no  mountain  upon  the  face  of  the 
earth,  which  commands  the  view  of  every  . 

part 

of  the  world,  Gentiles  as  well  as  Jews,  were  to  have  him  for 
their  father,  and  inherit  the  bleffing  of  juflification  by  faith. 
To  confine  the   word  Koafjio^  here  to  Canaan  or  to  any  one 
country,  is  to  deftroy  the  whole  reafoning  of  the  apoflle,  which 
is  manifeftly  defigned  to  fhew,  that  Abraham  was  to  inherit 
a  feed  out  oi  all  nations.     2.  If  fome  inftances  could  be  pro- 
duced in  which  the  word  )t'o<r[j.oi  was  applied  to  one  particular 
country,  yet  it  could  not  be  ufed  in  this  confined  fenfe  in  the 
hiftory  of  ChrilVs  temptation.     For  it  is  not  faid,  the  devil 
fhewed  Chrift   the  nxiorld,  but  all   the   kii*igdoms  of  the 
Kijorld :   a  phrafe  that  cannot  be  limited  to  the  narrow  terri- 
tory of  Canaan,  which  at  the  time  of  Chrift's  temptation  was 
no  kingdom  at  all.     Judea  was  now  a  province  of  the  Roman 
empire,  an  appendage  of  the  province  of  Syria.  See  Luke  iii.  1. 
3.  Nay,   were  we  even  to  admit,   that  the  land  of  promife 
alone  is  here  referred  to ;    this  could  not  be  fhewn  to  Chrift 
from   any   mountain,    but    by  a  miracle.      For   the  land  of 
promife,  in  it'' s  largeft  fignification,  reached,    (as  Dr.  Macknight 
obferves,  p.  67.)  from  the  Euphrates  to  the  Mediterranean,  eaji 
and  tvej},  and  from  Egypt  on  the  fouthy  to  beyond  Sidon  norths 
tvards :   an  immenfe  tradl  of  country,   which  no  mountain, 
commands,  and  which  no  human  eye  can  take  in.     And  yet 
the    doflor  adds,  All  thefe  the   devil  pointed  out  to  Jefus  in 
the  temptation,  taking  particular  notice  of  their  glory,    that  is, 
their  great  and  opulent  cities,  their  rich  fields,  their  hills  co'vered 
'with  nvood  and  cattle,  their  ri'vers,  &c.     It  was  JEHOVAH 
who   Oiewed   Mofes    all   the   land,    or  enabled  him   to  take 
a  more  dillinft  profpeft  of  its  feveral  quarters,   than  his  own 
unaffiiled  fight  would  have  permitted  him  to  do.  Deut.  xxxiv.  i , 
Upon   what  grounds  can  we  afcribe  to  the  devil  this  prero- 
gative of  the  eternal  Deity  ?    Laflly,  it  was  abfolutely  ini- 
poifible  that  the  devil  fhould  fhew  Chrift  the  land  of  promife^ 
to  its  utmoft  limits  on  every  hand,   (and  ftill  more  impoffible 
that  he  ftiould  Ihew  him  the  whole  world,)   in  a  moment  of 
time:   a  circumftarvce  entirely  dropt  by  Dr.  Macknight  in  his 
iirft  edition,    ind  left  unexplained  in  the  fecond.      This 

omiiTiOH 
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part  of  it,  (or  indeed  of  any  lingle  kingdom 
of  it ;)  and  if  there  were,  no  human  eye  being 
flrong  enough  to  take  in  the  profpedt;  the 
flievving  Chrift  all  the  kingdoms  of  the 
world,  had  it  been  poffible,  could  have  been 
effedled  only  by  a  miracle  ^  by  a  miracle  a 
tboufand  times  greater  in  it's  own  nature, 
than  that  performed  by  God,  when  from 
mount  Nebo  he  fliewed  Mofes  the  narrow  ter- 
ritory of  Canaan  ^  f  Befides,  the  devil  fliewed 
Chrift  not  only  all  the  kingdoms  of  the  world, 
but  alfo  all  the  glory  of  themj  that  is,  ''  the 
wealth  and  treafures  of  their  fubjeds,  and 
whatever  conftitutes  the  fplendour  and  mag- 
nificence of  their  fovereigns,  imperial  robes, 
and  crowns,  and  thrones,  and  palaces,  and 
courts,  and  guards,  and  armies  :  which  muft 
all    have    been    produced    into    view,    and 

omiffion  is  the  more  to  be  lamented,  as  our  ablefl:  com- 
mentators, and  the  chrilHan  world  in  general,  have  thought 
themfelves  under  a  neceffity  of  receding  from  the  literal  icnfe 
of  the  hiftory  in  this  article,  very  much  on  account  of  this 
circumltance.  (See  below,  p.  38,  40  )  —  With  regard  to  the 
reafon  which  the  dodlor  afligns  for  afferting  a  nvz/ fight  of  the 
kingdoms  of  the  world,  viz.  the  de-uiVs  carrying  our  Lord  up 
into  an  exceeding  high  mountain,  to  '-vie-tv  theni ;  it  would  equally 
prove  that  it  was  really,  and  not  in  vifion,  that  St.  John  was 
tarried  azuay  to  a  great  and  high  mountain,  in  order  to  his 
being  Jhenun  the  holy  Jerufalem.      Rev.  xxi.    lO. 

g  Deut  xxxiv.  r. 3. 

■  h  Compaje  Gen.  xxxi.  r,  ch.  xlv.  13.  i  Chron.  xxix.  25. 
3  Chron.  xxxii.  27.     If.  Ixi-  6. 

exhibited 
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exhibited  In  a  manner  proper  to  ftrike  the 
imagination,  and  fire  the  paffions.  And  what 
flill  increafes  the  miracle,  all  thefe  numerous 
objecfts,  as  well  as  the  whole  exterior  furface 
of  the  globe,  the  devil  muft  have  fhewn  to 
Chrift  at  one  view,  and  in  a  fingle  inftant  of 
time'.  Suppofing  this  to  be  poffible,  it  is 
one  of  the  greateft  miracles  we  can  conceive. 
But  it  feems  very  unreafonable  to  afcribe  to 
the  devil  the  power  of  performing  any  mi- 
racles ', 

'  Sf  ^lyiM)  ypova,  in  an  Infi  ant,  OX  point  of  time.  Luke  iv.  j. 
The  word,  ^lyyJn,  is  taken  from  a  mathematical  point,  and 
is  ufed  to  denote  the  moft  minute  aad  indivifible  part  of  dura- 
tion, fuch  wherein  we  can  conceive  no  fucceffion,  or  which 
takes  up  the  time  of  only  one  idea  in  the  mind.  See  Erafmus 
and  Cafaubon  on  Luke  iv,  5.  Vatablus  likewife,  and 
Grotius  and  Beza,  and  all  the  beft  judges  of  the  Greek  lan- 
guage, render  the  phrafe  to  the  fame  effcft,  in  piinSlo  temporis. 
This  rendering  is  very  agreeable  to  all  the  antient  veriions, 
except  the  Syriac.  Dr.  Chandler  was  too  well  fkilled  in  the 
Greek  language  not  to  acknowledge,  (p.  215.)  that  Chrifl's 
pro/pea  of  all  the  kingdoms  of  the  world  and  the  glory  thereof, 
whatever  it  was,  was  injlantaneous.  Neverthelefs,  according 
to  his  account  of  it,  it  was  no  othcrwife  infiantaneous  than  ail 
other  profpeds  are  :  for  he  fays,  //  offered  iif elf  to  bis  'vie-jj,  as 
foon  as  C'-uer  be  n.vas  in  the  fiation  fixed  07i  for  that  pur  I  of e,  and 
could  fur 'vey  the  fe--jeral  olyecls  that  ivere  around  him.  Nay, 
according  to  this  learned  writer,  (p.  216.)  Chrift  had  no 
profpeci  at  all  of  far  the  greater  part  of  the  kingdoms  of  the 
world,  but  only  a  defcription  of  them  ;  the  devil  at  the  fame 
time  pointing  to  the  ftuation  of  fuch  as  Hjsere  too  diflant  to  he 
feen,  and  fuccefiively  informing  him  what  kingdoms  lay  to- 
wards the  ep.Il,  what  in  the  fouth,  what  in  the  well,  and  laltly, 
what  towards  the  north.  Thus  by  Chrid's  feeing  a  very 
little,  as  foon  as  he  could  furvey  it ;  by  hearing  a  great  deal 
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raelcs ;  inafmuch  as  even  good  angels  (who 
cannot  be  fuppofed  to  have  a  more  hmited 
fphere  of  action,  than  thofe  accurfed  fpirits, 
'w/jo  are  referved  in  chams  of  darknefs  to  the 
judgment  of  the  great  day^,)  never  perform 
any  miracles  at  their  own  pleafure  -,  never 
appear  to  men,  and  remove  them  from  one 
place  to  another,  as  they  fee  fit  themfelves  -, 
nor  do  they  ever  gratify  them  by  fuch  mar- 
vellous and  magnificent  profpeds  as  thofe, 
which,  it  is  here  fuppofed,  were  fliewn  to 
Chrift.  Befides,  the  allowing  a  miraculous 
power  to  the  devil,  deftroys  the  credit  and 
ufc'  of  miracles,  and  contradids  fuch  decla- 


about  the  reft  which  he  did  not  fee  ;  and  by  being  gradually 
informed  in  what  quarter  of  the  world  it  lay  ;  by  this  long 
feries  of  events  would  this  gentleman  account  for  it's  being 
faid,  that  the  devil  fhewed  Chrift  all  the  kingdoms  of  the 
world  in  an  inftant. 

^  2  Pet.  ii.  4.  Jud.  6.     See  Diflert.  on  Miracles,  p.  151. 

^  Miracles  are  always  reprefented  in  Scripture  as  in  them- 
Ifelves  decifive  and  abfolute  demonftrations  of  the  divinity  and 
fole  dominion  of  Jehonjah,  and  as  an  immediate  divine 
teftimony  to  his  me/Tengers.  Exod.  iv.  5 — g.  chap.  vii.  5,  17. 
ch.  viii.  10,  22.  ch.  ix.  14,  16,  29.  ch.  x.  i,  2.  ch.  xi.  7. 
ch.  xiv.  4,  18.  Deut.  iv.  34 — 39.  2  Sam.  vii.  22  —  24, 
Numb.  xvi.    28 — 30.       John  v.   36,   37.    ch.   xi.    41,   42. 

Afts  ii.    10.      Mat,  xii.    28.     John  x.    24,   2,,   36 38. 

ch.  xiv.  10,  II.  Heb.  ii.  4.  i  Cor.  ii.  4,  5.  This  view 
of  miracles  is  utterly  inconfiftent  with  the  fuppofition,  that 
evil  fpirits  pofTefs  the  power  and  liberty  of  performing  them. 
See  Diflert.  on  Miracles,  ch.  3.  fed.  5,  6. 
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rations  of  fcripture,  as  confine  "  them  to  the 
Deity,  either  operating  immediately  by  him- 
felf,  or  by  the  inftrumentality  of  fuch  beings 
as  a(5t  by  his  commiffion.  Indeed,  fuch  a 
power  could  not  confifl  with  the  regular 
courfe  of  nature,  and  the  eftablifhed  order  of 
providence,  which  would  fuffer  from  it  per- 
petual interruptions".  And  it  is  abundantly 
confuted  by  the  experience  of  near  fix 
thoufand  years  j  there  not  being  one  well 
attefled  example  of  the  exercife  of  it,  from 
the  beginning  of  the  creation  to  this  day '. 

IV.)  It 

•"  Both  prophecies  and  miracles  are  abfolutely  appro- 
priated to  God  :  He  only  doeth  'vjonderous  iMorksy  Pf.  Ixxii.  1 8. 
Pf.  Ixxxvi.  lo.  Exod.  xv.  ii.  He  reveakth  fecrels,  and 
maketh  knoivn  nvhat  Jhall  come  to  pafs.  Dan.  ii.  28,  29,  47. 
Idolaters  are  challenged  to  juftify  their  worfhip  of  idols,  and 
the  idol  gods  themfelves  to  give  proof  of  their  divinity,  by, 
fuitable  difplays  of  power  or  knowledge.  If.  xli.  21 — 24. 
ch.  xlii.  8 — 13.  ch.  xliv.  7.  ch.  xlv.  20,  21.  ch.  xlviii,  3. 
And  if  invifible  evil  agents  had  (as  fome  have  fuppofed)  fup- 
ported  the  claims  of  the  heathen  deities :  this  would  have 
been  the  very  fame  thing  in  appearance,  and  with  regard  to 
all  the  mifchievous  confequences  attending  it,  as  if  the 
heathen  deities  had  themfelves  interpofed  in  ftipport  of  thofe 
claims.     DifTert.  on  Mir.  p.  240. 

"  The  fcripture  very  rationally  reprefents  the  whole  courfe 
of  nature  as  universally  and  invariably  fulfilling  the  will  of 
God,  as  fixed  by  his  decree  'which  jhall  not  pafs  an.vay,  as 
governed  by  his  laws  n.vhich  pall  not  be  broken,  by  laws  'which 
he  has  ejiablifhed  for  e-uer  and  ever :  which  muft  therefore  be 
unalterable  by  any  authority,  but  his  who  at  firft  ordained 
them.     Pf.  cxlviii.  6. 

^  Some  perhaps  may  think  this  reafoning  fufficiently 
a»fwered,  by  faying  with  Archbifhap  "Sef-^^r,  (Serm.  Vol.  II. 

p.  IIS.) 
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IV.)  It  Is  a  ftill  greater  objedion  to  the 
common  opinion,  that  it  afcribes  to  the  devil 
the  performance  of  things  not  only  preter- 
natural, but  abfurd  and  impoffible.  Such 
we  muft  reckon,  his  fhewing  Chrift  all  the 
kingdoms  of  the  world  from  an  exceeding 
high  mountain  :  for  the  earth  being  of  a 
fpheroidical  figure,  what  fingle  mountain  can 
command  a  view  of  all  the  parts  of  it,  of 

p.  113.)  The  'whole  life  of  Chriji  nvas  fo  full  of  --ivonders,  that 
the  hijiory  of  his  temptation  is  perfeSly  agreeable  to  the  reji  :  and 
inve  mujl  either  quejiion  all,  or  no  part.  From  the  gofpel  we 
]earn  (not  indeed  that  the  whole  life  of  Chrift,  but)  that  the 
period  of  his  public  miniftry  was  full  of  wonders,  or  of 
aftonifliing  miracles,  which  he  performed  in  his  Father's 
name,  and  in  atteftation  of  the  divinity  of  his  miffion.  Many 
illuftrious  teftimonies  were  alfo  born  to  him  by  the  Father  at 
his  baptifm,  his  transfiguration,  and  his  crucifixion.  With 
refpeft  to  thefe  wonders,  it  may  be  truly  afiirmed,  ive  mnJl 
either  quejiion  all,  or  no  part  :  for  they  are  all  fupported  by 
the  fame  teftimony  ;  and  are  equally  credible  in  their  own 
nature,  being  calculated  to  anfwer  one  common  end,  and 
jeferred  to  one  adequate  caufe.  But  the  hillory  of  Chrift's 
temptation,  according  to  his  Grace's  interpretation  of  ir,  is 
fo  far  from  being  perfectly  agreeable  to  thefe  wonders,  that 
nothing  can  be  imagined  more  repugnant.  For  if  the  devi! 
can  perform  tiohle  miracles,  which  is  what  his  Grace  (Semi. 
p.  116,  117.)  infers  from  this  hiftory,  then  miracles  are  noE 
works  appropriate  to  God,  nor  decifive  teflimonies  of  a  divine 
miffion.  The  dodrine  therefore  advanced  by  this  eminent 
writer,  is  a  contradiftlon  to  the  whole  tcnour  of  the  Jewiflv 
and  Chriftian  Revelations,  and  even  fubverfive  of  the  evi- 
dence on  which  they  reft.  If  we  do  not  queftion,  and  even 
rejedl  his  dodlrine,  how  can  we  receive  chat  of  the  infpired 
prophets,  viz.  that  God  alone  doeth  wonders ;  or  allow  the 
divinity  of  their  miffion  ? 

thofe 
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thofe  in  particular  which  are  oppofite  to  each 
other  ?  The  fun  itfelf,  at  it's  immenle 
height  above  the  loftieft  mountains  of  our 
globe,  commands  and  enhghtens  at  once, 
only  a  fingle  hemifphere.  Could  the  devil 
then  from  one  point  of  view,  Hiew  Chrift 
not  only  the  entire  circumference  of  the 
globe,  but  alfo  whatever  conflitutes  the  glory 
and  grandeur  of  it's  kingdoms  ;  and  {hew 
Jiim  fuch  infinitely  numerous  obieds,  in  ii- 
tuations  fo  diftant,  and  fo  oppofite,  not  gra- 
dually and  fucceffively,  but  in  one  and  the 
lame  inftant  of  time  ?  This  does  not  feem 
io  properly  a  miracle,  as  an  abfurdity  and 
contradidfion,  fuch  as  is  not  the  objed  of  any 
power. 

Now  in  the  interpretation  of  fcripture,  it 
is  a  rule  allowed  by  all,  and  fuch  as  ought 
never  to  be  forgotten,  that  we  are  to  have 
recourfe  to  a  figurative  (cnkf  whenever  the 
nature  of  the  thing  will  not  admit  a  proper 
and  literal  one  ;  and  that  to  diftinguifii  what 
is  to  be  literally,  and  what  figuratively  un-^ 
derftood  ;  depends  on  a  previous  knowledge 
ot  the  fubjed.  Thus  when  we  read  of  the 
eyes,  ears,  hands  of  God  j  all  allov/  thefe  to 
be  figures  ;  reafon  as  well  as  revelation 
affuring  us,  that  God  is  a  fpiritual  incor- 
poreal fubftance.     And  there  is  juft  the  fame 
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jiecedity  for  receding  from  the  literal  fenfe  of 
the  pafTage  under  confideration,  if  it  implies 
manifeft  and  palpable  contradidions. 

It  is  the  more  neceflary  in  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  facred  writings,  to  make  the  ab- 
furdlty  of  the  literal  conftrudtion,  a  reafon  for 
adopting  a  figurative  one  ;  as  they  are  allowed 
by  Chrirtians  to  have  God  for  their  author. 
If  it  be  a  juft  obfervation,  "  that  what  God 
**  fays  muft  be  true  ;"  it  is  no  lefs  certain, 
**  that  whatever  is  falfe  and  abfurd  can  never 
"  have  been  fpoken  by  God."  And  there- 
fore if  any  thing  of  this  kind  is  alTerted  by 
the  interpreters  of  his  word,  we  may  be  very 
fure  they  miftake  it's  meaning. 

We  are  likewife  to  confider,  that  It  is  very 
common  in  the  facred  writings  on  other  occa- 
sions, to  relate  things  as  adually  done,  which 
yet  were  only  tranfadted  in  a  vifion.  And 
lometimes,  perhaps,  the  fcripture  relates 
viiions  or  reprefentations  made  to  the  mind 
of  a  prophet,  as  if  they  were  outward  tran- 
fadions,  without  giving  exprefs  notice  to  the 
contrary  P;   any  more   than  they  do,   when 

they 

f    Many   learned   writers  have   attempted  to  fhew,   that 
Ho/ea's  marrying  Gomer,  and  taking  to  himfelf  children  of 

whoredom,  ch.  i.  and  iii ; tha.t  yeremial/s  putting  a  linen 

girdle    upon  his  loins,  going  to  Euphrates,  and  hiding  it  in 

the  hole  of  a  rock,  ch.  xiii ;   his  carrying  a  wine  cup  from 

God  up  and  down  to  all  nations,  and  caufing  them  to  drink 

3.  it. 
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they  introduce  a  metaphor,  a  parable  or 
allegory.       Nor  need    we    wonder   to   find 

vifions 

it,  ch.  XXV ;  and  his  putting  yokes  upon  the  necks  of  feveral 
kings,  ch.  xxvii.  — —  and  that  Ezekiel'z  eating  a  roll,  ch.  iii  j 
his  taking  a  tile,  pourtraying  the  city  of  y^;-«/rt/fw  upon  it, 
and  laying  fiege  againft  it,  ch.  iv  ;  and  his  (having  his  head 
and  beard  with  a  barber's  rafor,  ch.  v  ;  learned  writers  have 
attempted  to  (hew,  that  thefe  and  many  other  aflions  afcribed 
to  the  antient  prophets,  were  only  imaginary  and  fcenical ; 
and  that  narratives  of  this  kind  are  to  be  underHood  as  a 
hillory  only  of  prophetic  vifions,  though  it  be  not  po(itively 
faid,  (as  thefe  writers  apprehend,)  that  the  things  related 
\vere  no  where  performed  but  upon  the  ftage  of  fancy.     See 

Mr.    John.  Smith's    feledl    difcourfes,    p.    220 229.    and 

Maimonides,  Mor.  Nev.  P.  II.  c.  46.  We  may  well  allow, 
that  all  thefe  things,  or  mofl:  of  them,  were  tranfafied  only 
in  vifion  ;  not  merely  becaufe  we  hereby  avoid  the  incon- 
veniences attending  the  literal  interpretation  ;  but  alfo  becaufe 
the  lively  reprefentation  of  thefe  things  in  vifion,  conveyed 
the  fame  initrudion,  and  anfwered  every  purpofe  as  well  as 
the  real  performance  of  them  could  have  done. 

I  would  only  add,  that  perhaps  Jacob's  wreftling  with  the 
angel,  the  night  in  which  he  prayed  fo  earneflly  to  be  deli- 
vered from  the  hands  of  his  brother  Efau,  and  his  prevailing 
in  the  combat,  in  token  of  the  efficacy  of  his  prayer  with 
God,  and  of  the  confequent  vidory  he  was  to  gain  over  his 
brother  ;  this  might  be  done  in  a  prophetic  vifion,  and  yet 
the  delign  of  it  be  fufficiently  anfwered.  "Jacob's  lamenefs 
(like  Zacharias's  lofs  of  fpeech  after  his  viuon  in  the  temple, 
Luke  i.  22.)  lafted  but  for  a  time,  (for  he  came  fafe  and 
found  to  a  ciiy  of  Shechem,  Gen.  xxxiii.  iS.)  and  ferved  to 
convince  him  of  the  divine  original  of  this  vifion  ;  and  con- 
fequently  to  reprove  his  doubts,  and  to  raife  and  coniirra  his 
faith  in  God.  Certainly  a  fpirit  has  not  flefh  and  bones,  (b 
as  to  be  laid  hold  of  by  man  :  nor  could  Jacob  intend  to  be 
literally  underftood,  when  he  fays,  he  had  feen  God  face  to 
face.  Gen.  xxxii.  30.     The  expre(non  iifelf  imports,  that  he 
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vifions  related  as  fads  ;  inafmuch  as  thty 
pais  for  fach  in  the  mind  or  the  prophet. 
The  reprefentation  is  ib  ftiong  and  lively, 
that  he  cannot  diftinguifh  a  vifion,  or  fcenes 
difcerned  or.]y  by  the  mind,  from  outward 
objecfts  which  are  feen  with  the  bodily  eye; 
and  is  affected  by  the  former  in  the  fame 
manner  as  he  would  have  been  by  the  latter. 
St.  P^z// calls  his  being  caught  up  into  the  third 
heaven^  and  into  paradije,  a  vijion  and  revela- 
tion of  tht  Lord'^',  but  fach  were  the  im- 
preffions  which  it  made  upon  him,  that  he 
could  not  determine  with  certainty,  whether 
this  happened  by  a  literal  and  corporeal 
tranllation,  or  only  by  a  mental  reprefenta- 
tion'.     Bcfides,  in  this   and  the  like  cafes, 

a  lively 

was  favoured  with  a  vifion  of  God,  a  clear  revelation  of  his 
will,  and  the  manifelt  tokens  of  his  peculiar  prefence.  The 
learned  and  worthy  Bilhop  of  Carlijle,  Dr.  E.  Lavj,  in  his 
Confiderations,  p.  75,  76.  5th  edit,  has  taken  notice  of 
Jeveral  revelations  made  in  vifion,  though  not  dillinguifhed 
from  real  fads :  which  may  ferve  to  conJirm  what  is  ad- 
vanced here. 

1   2  Cor.  xii,  1 '4. 

'  This  feems  to  bu  his  meaning,  when  fpeaking  of  his 
being  caught' up  to  the  third  heav-cn,  he  fays,  ^whether  in  the 
boJyyOr  ivhether  out  of  the  hoa'y,  I  cattnoi  tell.  2  Cor.  xii.  2,  3. 
When  an  angel  prefented  himfelf  to  Peter  in  prifon  ;  fraote 
him  on  the  fide  ;'  caufed  the  chains  to  fall  off  from  his 
hands  ;  and  bad.  him  arife  quickly,  gird  himfcIf,  bind  on  his 
fandals,  throw  his  mantle  round  him,  and  follow  him  out ; 
(all  which  he  accordingly  did ;)   it  i^  Hiid,  tiia^  he  ^vift'fict 

that 
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a  lively  exhibition  of  certain  images  before 
the  mind  produces  the  fame  efFed  with  the 
fight  of  their  correfponding  obje<fls ;  and 
tranfadions  upon  the  ftage  of  fancy  anfwer 
the  fame  end  as  a  real  performance.  For  . 
thefe  reafons,  the  relation  correfponds  to 
the  apprehenfions  of  the  prophet,  while  the 
appearances  are  placed  before  his  mind  ;  and 
though  thofe  appearances  are  fidlitious,  yet 
neither  the  credit  of  the  hiftorian,  nor  the 
ufe  of  the  relation  are  impaired. 

Nor  does  it  hereby  become  difficult  to 
diftinguifli    fidtion    from   fad',    while    the 

nature 

that  it  ivas  true  tjchich  ivas  {fone  Sv  the  angel ;  hut  thought  hf 
/aiv  a  •vijton  ;  A6ls  xii.  7 — 9.  He  underllood  the  nature  of 
vifions,  having  been  favoured  with  them,  ch.  x.  10;  and 
yet  at  firfl:  he  could  not  determine,  whether  what  now  hap- 
pened to  him  was  a  real  fad,  or  a  vifionary  reprefentation, 
and  he  rather  thought  it  was  the  latter.  It  is  evident  from 
hence,  that  all  thefe  facts  might  have  been  tranfaded  only 
upon  the  mind  and  imagination  of  the  apollle ;  that  the 
reprefentations  of  a  vifion  are  as  clear  and  lively,  as  objeds 
that  lye  open  to  the  fenfes ;  and  that  it  is  difficult  to  diilin- 
guilh  between  ihem,  by  the  bare  impreflion  made  at  the 
time,  however  other  circuuiftances  might  afterwards  enable 

men  to  do  it. There  will  be  farther  ufe  made  of  this  ob- 

fervation,  Sed,  IV.   No.  2. 

»  The  obfervation  which  follows,  is  defigned  to  vindicate 
the  fcripture,  on  the  fuppoiition  that  it  does  not  at  every  turn 
give  exprefs  notice,  that  what  it  relates  as  matter  of  fad,  is 
noihing  more  than  the  hiilory  of  a  viiion.  But  perhaps  the 
context,  or  fome  declaration  of  the  facred  penman,  would 
generally  prevent  a  miftakc,  no  lefs  than  the  nature  of  the 
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nature  and  fcope  of  the  relation  fufficlently 
afcertain  what  it  is.  If  the  occurrence  ha 
pofllble  and  probable,  fo  as  to  admit,  and  the 
manifeft  intention  and  other  circumflanceg 
of  it  require,  a  literal  conftru6tion  ;  it  would 
be  very  abfurd  to  have  recourfe  to  any  other. 
Whereas  on  the  other  hand,  if  neither  the 
nature  of  the  things  themlelves  which  are 
related,  do  admit,  nor  the  deiign  of  them  re- 
quire, a  real  performance  j  it  would  be 
equally  unreafonable  not  to  look  out  for  fome 
figurative  interpretation. 

If  we  proceed  by  thefe  rules  in  forming  our 
judgment  concerning  Chrift's  temptations,  we 
mud:  conclude,  (unlefs  the  obje(5lions  here 
urged  at^ainft  them  are  capable  of  receiving  a 
jufl  folution,)  that  they  are  not  to  be  under- 
flood  as  outward  tranfa<ftions ;  inafmuch  as 
the  things  themfelves  were  improbable,  and 
even  imoradicable  in  their  own  nature  ;  and 
inafmuch  as  the  real  performance  could 
anfwer  no  valuable  purpofe. 

V.)  It  is  needlefs  topurfue  this  fubjed,  and 
to  fhew  by  a  long  train  of  confequences, 
what  abfurdities  follow  from  the  literal  con- 
ftrudion  of  this  parage  -,  fince  fuch  as  are 

things  related.  In  fome  particular  cafes,  as  in  that  of  St.  Paul 
mentioned  above,  it  might  be  a  matter  of  no  importance  to 
be  determined,  even  with  regard  to  the  prophet  himfelf, 
whether  the  objedls  prefented  to  him  were  real  or  imaginary.  " 

more 
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more  obvious  carry  almoft  univerfal  con- 
vi(flion,  and  force  even  thofe  to  depart  from 
the  letter,  who  have  been  moft  inclined  to 
adhere  to  it,  and  beil  able  to  defend  it, 
Cahin\  though  he  does  not  abfolutely  de- 
termine the  matter,  v^^as  of  opinion,  that 
feveral  circumftances  in  this  hiftory  agreed 
beft  to  a  vifion.  And  the  generality  of  later 
writers  do  readily  admit,  that  the  devil's 
fhev^ing  Chrift  all  the  kingdoms  of  the 
world,  and  all  their  glory,  in  a  moment  of 
time,  was  done  by  fome  fiditious  fcenery"; 
from  a  perfuafion,  as  they  frankly  acknow- 
ledge, that  it  could  not  be  done  in  any  other 
manner.  But  if  one  of  the  temptations  was 
prefented  to  Chrifl  in  vifion  only ;  why 
might  not  the  two  others  be  prefented  to  him 
in  the  fame  manner  ?  It  offers  no  greater  vi- 
olence to  the  text,  to  recede  from  the  literal 
conftrudion  in  all  thefe  inftances,  than  in  one. 
Moft  of  the  reafons  affigned  for  doing  this  in 
part,  extend  equally  to  the  entire  narrative. 

»  See  his  note  on  Mat.  iv.  5. 

"  Some  indeed,  and  particularly  our  famous  countrymen 
Hugh  Broughton,  (fee  JVolJius  on  Mat,  iv.  8.)  and  Milton,  (fee 
Paradife  Regained,  B.  4.  1.  40.)  Tuppofe  that  the  devil 
ihewed  our  Saviour  all  the  kingdoms  of  the  world  by  the  help 
of  optic  injiruments  :  but  it  is  more  generally  afferted,  that  he 
did  it  either  by  vifionary  impreflions  upon  his  mind,  or  by 
external  reprefentations  to  his  fjght. 

P  4  Nay, 
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Nay,  it  Is  apparently  unnatural  and  arblM'ary', 
not  to  put  the  fiime  confirudion  upon  the  fe- 
veral  parts  of  the  fame  relation  ;  but  to  under- 
ftand  one  part  of  it  according  to  the  letter, 
and  the  other  in  a  figurative  fenfe.  If  there- 
fore tkere  be  a  neceffity,  a  neceflity  fo  evident 
and  cogent  as  not  to  be  denied  by  learned  and 
candid  adverfaries,  for  departing  from  the 
literal  interpretation  with  regard  to  one  of  the 
temptations  ;  the  uniformity  of  the  hiftory 
obliges  us  to  do  the  fame  with  regard  to  the 
reft. 

The  foregoing  confiderations  would  require 
us  to  rejei^l  the  common  explication  of  Chrill's 
temptation,  even  though  it  had  been  related 
(as  we  have  hitherto  fuppofed,  but  not  admit- 
ted,) altogether  as  a  plain  matter  of  facft,  and 
we  had  been  left  to  conftrue  it  merely  by  the 
nature  and  intention  of  the  relation.  Never- 
thelefs  this  is  far  from  being  the  cafe  :  for 

VI.)  The  text  itfelf,  (on  the  letter  of 
"which  the  common  hypothefis  refts  as  it's 
fole    foundation,)   inftead   of  pofitively   and 


"  This  is  acknowledged  by  the  candid  and  judicious  Span- 
heim,  (Dabia  Evangel,  pars  iii.  dub.  55.  p.  247.)  a  very 
able  advocate  for  the  literal  interpretation,  Caufe  etiam  nihil 
eft  cur  interpretum  quorundam  opiniani  fubfcribamus,  qui 
primam  tentationem  realiter  &  hiftorice  contigilTe  arbitrantur, 
poileiiores-duas  in  vificne  duntaxat,  eadem  enim  &  uniformis 
parratiouis  contextura  utrobique  reperitur, 

exprefsly 
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cxprefsly  averting,  that  the  temptation  of 
Chrift  was  a  real  outward  tranfadtion,  contains 
clear  intimations,  and  even  dire»5l  alTertions, 
qf  the  very  contrary.  Thus  when  it  is  faid, 
in  the  fore-cited  paflage,  that  the  devil 
Ihewed  Chrift  all  the  kingdoms  of  the  world, 
and  all  their  glory,  in  one  view,  or  in  a  fmgle 
point  of  time  ;  the  expreffion  itfelf  fufficlently 
intimates,  that  the  evangelifl  is  not  fpeaking 
of  the  real  fight  of  all  thefe  objeds.  For 
were  there  any  mountain  which  commanded 
fo  extenfive  a  profped:,  Chrift  muft  have 
changed  his  pofition,  and  gradually  turned 
himfelf  round  in  order  to  take  a  diftind:  view 
of  the  feveral  parts  of  it ;  or  had  all  the  parts 
in  a  miraculous  manner  been  placed  before  his 
bodily  fight,  he  muft  have  furveyed  them  in 
fucceffion,  one  after  another.  The  evangelift, 
therefore,  muft  certainly  delign  to  be  under- 
ftood  of  what  was  inftantaneoully  exhibited 
to  hi^  mind.  Other  very  plain  intimations, 
that  Chrift's  temptation  is  not  to  be  under- 
ftood  as  an  outward  tranfadion,  will  be  pro- 
duced in  the  third  fedion.  There  likewife 
we  (liall  attempt  to  (hew,  that  all  the  evan- 
gelids  who  have  mentioned  this  affair,  do,  in 
exprefs  terms,  affirm,  that  it  ^2iStd  fpiritually 
and  in  v'lfion,  that  it  was  merely  an  ideal  or 
jnental   reprefentation.      And  if  this   point 

ftiould 
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fhould  be  made  good,  it  will  be  allowed  that 
the  very  letter  of  the  text,  inftead  of  fup- 
porting,  confutes  the  common  interpretation. 
Before  we  proceed  to  the  confideration  of  this 
point,  it  will  be  proper  to  take  notice, 

SECTION     II. 

THAT  there  are  fome,  who,  allowing 
that  the  whole  of  this  hiflory  is  to  be 
underflood  as  a  recital  of  vifionary  reprefenta- 
tions,  contend  that  thefe  vifions  were  framed 
by  the  devil,  and  that  the  temptations  are  to 
be  afcribed  to  his  immediate  agency  ^ 

This 

y  That  thofe  who  formerly  held  the  temptations  of  Chrift 
to.  be  a  injion  or  fceiiical  reprefentation,  did  not  therefore 
maintain  it  to  be  a  dl'vine  'vijion,  (whatever  fome  of  late  have 
fuggefted  to  the  contrary  ;)  appears  by  their  writings.  The 
queftion  concerning  Chrift's  temptations,  which  had  been 
agitated  before  the  publication  of  the  ift  edition  of  this 
Itiquiry,  was  this,  JVerc  they  fropnfed  to  him  out-ivardly,  or  /«  the 
nvay  of  <vrfwn  P  Thofe  who  afTerted  that  all,  or  any  of  them 
were  lupernatural  'vijtons,  afcribed  them  to  the  devil,  no  lefs 
than  thofe  who  believed  them  to  be  outv/ard  tranfaftions. 
The  learned  Spanheira  (Dubia  Evang.  pars  tertia,  dub.  55. 
p.  240,  24.1.)  ftates  the  point  in  difpute  in  the  following 
manner :  Quseri  enim  poteft,  nee  fine  caufa,  an  de  hijloria 
hie  agatur,  an  de  vijione,  &  utrum  externo  congrelTu  adortus 
fuerit  Chriitum  tentator,  an  potius  Chrifto  in  vifionem  &  ec- 
ftafin  rapto  fpecies  ejufmodi  duntaxat  objeftx  faerini  a  ten- 
iatore  ?  He  knew  of  no  third  opinion,  for  he  adds,  Duplex 
hie  eruditorum  fententia.  And  in  the  fequel  he  argues 
againft  the  temptations  being  vifions,  becaufe  it  derogated 
from  the  dignity  of  Chrift,  to  allow,  that  the  devil  could  a^ 
upin  his  tn'uid  or  imagination,  and  deceive  him  byvarioui  fiaitious 

reprefentations. 
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This  interpretation,  it  mull  be  confefTed, 
has  one  advantage  above  the  former,  that  it 

does 

reprefentatlons.  This  fubjeft,  fo  far  as  concerns  the  removal 
of  Chrift  from  place  to  place,  was  afterwards  difcuffed  by 
that  prodigy  of  learning,  S.  Bochart,  who  flates  the  contro- 
\Qxiy  in  the  following  terms  ;  Utrum  fcilicet  Chriftus  reipfa^ 
ah  vero  imaginatione  tantum,  a  Diabolo  in  montem,  templique 
pinnaculum,  fuerit  tranflatus,  Oper.  Vol.  I.  p.  942.  ed. 
Lugduni  Batav.  1712.  And  in  the  following  pages  he  prefTes 
his  opponents,  as  Spanheim  alfo  had  done,  with  the  diffi- 
culties of  their  avowed  principle,  that  the  de^il  deceived Chrifl 
in  'vijion.  Moft  of  our  modern  writers  affert,  that  it  was  the 
devil  who  made  a  vifionary  reprefentation  of  all  the  kingdoms 
of  the  world  to  Chrift.  And  very  lately  Mr.  Mafon  (in  a 
fermon  upon  Chrift's  temptations  in  the  vvildernefs,  publiflied 
in  the  2d  volume  of  the  Protejiant  Syjiem,  1758.)  undertook 
to  fliew,  that  the  whole  of  what  is  related  in  the  hiftory  was 
not  real  faSi,  but  paffed  in  a  trance,  dream  or  i-iJio7z.  He 
affirms  after  others,  that  the  phrafe,  in  the  fpirit,  here  fignifies, 
in  a  fpiritual manner,  as  he  thinks  it  does  in  John  vi.  63.  and 
alfo  in  Ezek.  xxxvii.  i,  where  the  prophet  fays,  he  ntas 
carried  out  in  the  fpirit,  not  really,  but  in  imagination  only, 
(mente  non  revera)  or  in  vifion  :  (compare  Bochart,  v.  i, 
p.  954  )  At  the  fame  time,  like  all  others  who  allerted  the 
temptations  of  Chrift  to  be  vifions,  he  did  not  refer  them  to 
God,  but  maintained  that  the  de-vil  painted  and  exhibited 
the  fcenes  here  defcribed,  and  ftrongly  prefented  them,  not 
to  the  fenfes,   but  imagination  of  our  Lord.      See  p.  308,  311, 

3'4.  3J?.  317- 

Since  the  publication  of  the   ift.   edition  of  this  Inquiry, 

fome  have  thought,  that  Le  Clerc  believed  this  to  be  a  divine 

'viJion,    merely   becaufe  he  was  once  inclined  to  think  it  a 

^vijion.     And    very  happy,    I    acknowledge,   would    it   have 

been,  if  (what  I  efteem)  the  true  opinion  concerning  Chrift's 

temptations,    could   have  boafted  fo  great  a  patron,    whofe 

name  could  not  have  failed  procuring  it  a  general  attention, 

and  doing  it  much  honour.     But  we  have  already  (hewn,  that 

thofe  who  believed  the  temptations  of  Chrift  to  be  vifions,  did 

never 
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does  not  diftroy  the  uniformity  of  the  hiftory, 
nor  reprefent  the  evangehfts,  as  blending  to- 
gether, 

never  afiert  their  di^vinity,  but  on  the  contrary  took  it  for 
granted,  that  they  were  framed  by  the  devil,  whofe  agency 
the  hiitory  was  thought  to  alfert  in  the  ftrongeft  manner,  and 
which  the  principles  of  Le  Clerc  did  not  at  all  incline  him  to 
call  into  quellion  :  for  a  vifion  >5  only  one  fpecies  of  miracles, 
and  he  always  taught  that  the  devil  may  perform  true  miracles. 
See  his  note  on  Exod.  vii.  ii.  What  Le  Clerc  controverts, 
is  jull  the  fame  v^ich  what  others  had  done  before,  Whether 
what  the  devil  faid  and  did  to  our  Saviour,  was  faid  and  done 
to  him  when  an.vake  or  ajleep  ;  whether  this  was  an  cutnvard 
'tranfadlion  in  the  day  trms,  or  only  a  menial  reprefentation  in 
a  dream  or  ^jifion.  When  he  publilhed  his  ift  edition  of 
Hammond,  he  rather  inclined  to  this  latter  opinion  ;  for  he 
be<»ins  his  note  on  Mat.  iv.  i ,  with  faying.  What  is  here 
related  (i.  e.  Chrifl's  being  led  up  into  the  wildernefs  to  he 
tempted  of  the  de<vil)  may  more  fafely  he  conceinjed  to  haiie  hap- 
pened ta  Chriji  in  a  'vijton  or  dream  than  really,  or  in  the  out- 
ward manner  related  in  the  hlftory.  In  his  2d  edition  he 
retrafls  this  opinion,  and  afTerts,  Polfunt  hsc  interdiu  con- 
tigefie,  et  a  iiigilante  Chrifto  vifa,  audita  &  dida  ;  adding, 
itaque  nihil  efl  cur  ad  fomnium  confugiamus.  All  his  doubt 
was  about  the  manner  in  which  Chrill  was  led  and  tempted  by  - 
ihs  dfuil  \  and  he  no  n'iOre  denied  the  devil's  agency,  while 
he  thoiie,ht  this  happened  ro  Chrift  in  a  dream,  than  when  he 
.afterwards  admitted  that  it  might  happen  to  him  when 
awake.  The  ohjedl'tns  which  he  once  made  to  the  literal  in- 
terpretation, and  after.vards  overcame,  farther  Ihew  this  to 
be  the  cafe.  His  firft  cbjeaion  is  to  the  devil's  being  per- 
mitted to  carrx  nur  Saviour  through  tie  air.  To  deftroy  the 
force  of  tiiis  objeaion,  irhiiby  (on  Mat.  iv.  S.)  very  perti- 
nently afcs.  Looks  it  not  far  more  odd,  to  gi-ue  the  dezil pon.ver 
C'-ver  the  phansie  of  our  Lord  to  raife  fuch  iviagijiaticns  in  him, 
and  ftiggeji  fuch  dreams  to  him,  than  barely  to  give  him  that 
poxKer  over  cur  Lord^s  body,  -.vhich  neither  did  nor  could  do  him 
any  hurt.  And  Le  Clerc's  fecond  objeftion  alfo,  which  is 
drawn  from  the  impnjfibility  of  fliewing  Chriil  from  a  mountain 

I  all 
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gether,Iadircriminately,  ideal  and  real  obje(5^s. 
Ncverthelcfs,  in  all  other  refpeds  it  leeins  li- 


all  the  kingdoms  of  the  world  and  all  their  glory  in  a  momcnc 
of  time,  if  he  ivas  anjjake,  though  be  fays,  it  might  be  done 
in  a  dream;  plainly  admits  the  devil's  power  to  Ihew  Chriil 
the  profpeft  in  quellion  in  his  ileep  :   a  thing  judged  by  hina 
to   be    no  way  impoiTible.     Having  folved,  to  his  own  fatis- 
faclion,  thefe  two  objedions  againfl  the  literal  interpretation, 
he   thought  there  was    no  reafon  for  departing  from  it ;   as 
appears  from  his  words  cited  above.     So  that  he  never  dif- 
puted  any  thing  but  the  manner  in  which  the  devil  tempted 
Chrift.     And  confequently  he  could  not  have  the  lead  idea  of 
the  fcenes   here  deicribed,   as  being  (what  it  is  attempted  in 
the  Inquiry  to  Ihew  they  are)  a  di-vine  revelation  and  Jymbolical 
prediction  of  the  temptations  of  Chriji's  future  minijiry.      Kad  he 
believed  God  to  be  the  author  of  this  vifion ;  he  would  natu- 
rally, when  he  was  explaining  the  ufe,  which,  he  tells  «s, 
Chriil  might  make  of  it,  have  faid  fomewhat  about  it's  tvi-t 
and  bene-voknt  intention :   whereas    he   fays   nothing  more  o;i 
this  head,   than  what  all  do  who  afcribe  the  temptations  ro 
the  devil,  which  he  might  as  juftly  liave  faid,  if  he  believed 
the  devil  tempted  Chrifl  in  a  dream.     Even  when  he  explains 
the  phrafe,  v-tt'o  tZ  Tiivy.oiloc,  of  the  fpirit,  he  attempts  to 
(hew,  juft  as  Mr.  Mafon  and  others  who  afcribe  this  vifion  to 
the  devil  do,  that  it  imports  only  in  fpiritu^  tliat  is,  f'iri- 
tualiy J  mentally,  or  with  refpecl  to  the  mind  ;  (fee  his  Harmon  v 
en  John  iii.  5,)  and,  as  he  afterwards  explains  it,  in  vijion  or 
imagination,  in  oppofition  to  an  outward  tranfadlion.     Nay, 
though  here  in  confirmation  of  this  meaning  of  tlie  phia/e, 
he     refers     to     pa/Tages     which     defcribe     divine     vifions 
(Ezek.  ii.  2.  ch.  iii.  1  2.  Rev.  i.  ic.  Ezek.  xl.  2.  Rev.  xxi.  ic.) 
he  makes  no  more  ufe  of  them  to  prove  the  vilion  in  quefiiou 
to   be  divine,    than   thofe  who   believed  it  to  be  a  diabolical 
one,    who   likewife   appeal    to    thefe    paiT'ages.     Aad   if  the 
phrafe  does  import  ot  ?Hore,  than  what  boch  he  and  they  fay  ic 
does ;  this  alone  will  not  enable  us  to  determine  who  was  the 
author  of  this  vifion.     Upon  Le  Clerc'.-  and  their  principles 
thii  mail   be  determined  by  other  circurrjtanct.s  either  by 

fom« 
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able  to  equal,  or  even  to  greater  difficulties 
than  the  former. 

Thofe 

fome  additional  words,  as  in  Ezek.  xl.  2,  "  the  vifions  of 
"  GOD,''  and  ch.  xxxvii.  i,  "  the  Spirit  of  t/je  Lor^ ;"  or 
by  the  conneftion,  which  in  the  cafe  before  us  was  thought, 
in  the  moft  exprefs  manner,  to  refer  to  the  ^e^il,  every  thing 
faid.  and  done  to  our  Saviour.  And  it  could  be  with  no  other 
view,  than  to  exclude  the  agency  of  God,  and  to  leave  room  for 
admitting  the  agency  of  the  de-vil,  that  Le  Clerc  joins  with  thofe 
who  confidered  this  as  a  diabolical  vifion,  in  underllanding 
the  phrafe  with  fo  much  latitude,  z%  pojfjlhly  importing  only  in 
general,  mentally  or  in  vifon  ;  which  allowed  it's  application 
to  any  vilion,  ivhoe^ver  was  the  author  of  it,  whether  a  good 
or  evil  fpirit.  The  proper  proof  of  the  di-vinity  of  this  vi/ion, 
arifes  from  a  different  interpretation  of  this  phrafe,  as  com- 
prehending in  it  the  idea  of  a  di-uine  afflatus  and  infpiration  ;• 
which  the  author  of  the  Inquiry  has  endeavoured  to  fhew  it 
does.  This  different  conduil  in  Le  Clerc  and  him,  proves 
their  i;ie-ujs  to  be  different. 

For  thefe  reafons,  1  think,  the  world  has  not  been  millaken, 
in  ranking  Le  Clerc  araongft  thofe  who  believed  the  agency 
of  Satan  in  tempting  Chrift,  though  he  difputed  ^t  manner  iti 
which  it  happened.  Dr.  Whitby  in  particular  had  no  con- 
ception that  he  denied,  or  that  aiiy  one  elfe  could  poflibly 
deny,  the  agency  of  the  devil  on  this  occafion.  For  in  his 
anfwer  to  Le  Clerc,  after  citing  the  pafTages  which  defcribe 
the  devil  as  removing  Chrift  from  place  to  place,  and  after- 
wards departing  from  him,  he  aJks,  Mujl  not  thefe  nvords  un- 
avoidably import,  that  either  the  de'vil  did  really  thus  tetnpt 
him,  or  elfe  did  frame  this  'vifon  in  his  brain  ?  It  is  plain  that 
Dr.  Whitby,  than  whom  no  commentator  difcovers  a  more 
extenfive  acquaintance  with  books,  had  never  read  of  any  who 
allowed  thefe  fcenes  to  be  -uifionary,  and  at  the  fame  time 
afcribed  them  to  God',  and  that  he  would  have  pronounced 
fuch  an  opinion  a  moft  flagrant  contradidlion  to  the  hiftory, 
which  afcribes  all  to  the  de^vil.  If  Le  Clerc  had  entertained 
this  opinion,  he  certainly  would  have  atte?njj^d  at  leaft  to 
xemove  fo  obvious,  and,  in  Whitby's  judgment,  fo  unanfwer- 

able 


[    47  ^3 

Thofe  who  will  not  believe,  that  the  devil 

could  convey  Chrift,  really  and  corporeally, 

from  one  place  to  another  through  the  air ; 

do  neverthelefs  admit,  that  he  could  raife  in 

able  a  difficulty.  His  taking  no  notice  of  it,  is  a  farther 
proof,  that  his  fcheme  was  not  liable  to  it.  In  a  word, 
thofe,  who  fince  the  publication  of  the  ill  edition  of  this 
Inquiry,  reprefent  Le  Clerc  as  afferting  the  divinity  of  this 
vifion,  not  only  put  a  ne--w  and  unheard  of  fenfe  upon  his 
words,  but  fuch  as,  to  my  apprehenfion,  they  are  not  capable 
of  bearing. 

N.  B.  The  I  ft  edition  of  Le  Clerc's  Hammond  was  printed 
in  1698,  and  the  zd  in  1714.  In  this  interval,  Dr.  Whitby 
publifhed  his  Commentary.  Whether  Le  Clerc's  change  of 
fentiments  is  to  be  afcribed  to  Whitby's  reafoning,  I  know 
not ;  but  it  is  certain  the  former  does  not  complain  of  being 
mifreprefented  by  the  latter.  I  will  only  add,  that  Olearius, 
in  his  Obfervationes  Sacras  ad  Evang.  Matthasi,  having  ranked 
Le  Clerc  amongft  thofe  who  aflerted  Chrift's  temptation  to  be 
a  vifion  ;  Le  Clerc  in  his  account  of  that  author,  (Bibliotheque 
Ancienne  et  Moderne,  Tom.  II.  p.  349,  350,  351.)  declares, 
that  he  had  never  adopted  the  fentimeats  of  thofe  writers, 
having  only  judged  it  better,  to  widerjland  the  temptation  as 
a  'vijion,  than  to  allonxi  that  the  de-uil  carried  Chriji  through  the 
air  ;  that  he  had  never  denied,  but  on  the  contrary  had  main- 
tained, (both  in  his  Pneumatology  and  his  Logic,)  the  power 
of  devils  over  corporeal  fubftances ;  but  was  now  of  opinion, 
that  the  text  in  the  original  imported  nothing  more,  than 
that  the  devil  led  or  conduced  Chriil.  Though  Le  Clerc  had 
occafion  thus  accurately  to  defcribe  and  diftinguifh  the 
different  fentiments  of  divines  on  this  fubjeft,  he  never  drops 
the  leaft  intimation,  that  either  himfelf  or  others  had  ever 
afferted  the  di'vinity  of  this  vifion.  Nor  have  I  been  able  to 
difcover  any  traces  of  this  opinion  in  any  writer.  Whether 
Chrift's  being  tempted  by  the  de-vil,  fajfed  in  njijion  or  not,  the 
reality  of  the  agency  is  the  fame,  on  either  fuppojition,  fays 
Bp.  Warbunon,  Serm.  Vol.  III.  p.  220. 
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Chrift  a  falfe  perfuafion  that  he  was  thus 
tranfported  by  him.  They  are  cautious 
indeed  how  they  afcribe  to  the  devil  a  power 
of  ftrengthening  the  bodily  fight,  that  it 
may  reach  diftant  objeds;  yet  readily  fup- 
pofe  him  capable  of  placing  before  the  ima- 
gination fcenes  of  beauty  and  grandeur,  and 
of  caufing  it  to  miftake  thefe  fhadows  for 
realities.  Thus  while  they  deny  the  power 
of  Satan  over  the  body,  they  grant  him  a 
nobler  empire,  a  fovereign  influence  over  the 
mi-nd.  Nay,  to  admit  Satan  to  be  the  author 
of  viiionary  reprefentations,  is  to  allow  him 
no  inconfiderable  influence  over  our  corporeal 
as  well  as  mental  faculties ;  if  it  be  true,  as 
many  authors  alTert,  that  in  a  vifion  the  fenfes 
themfelves  are  bound  up,  and  the  exercife  of 
the  bodily  organs  is  fufpended,  at  the  time 
that  the  mind  miflakes  thofe  images  which 
are  placed  before  it,  for  real  outward  objeds. 
Thus  this  opinion  grants  a  more  aftonifliing 
extent  and  grandeur  to  the  empire  of  Satan, 
than  the  former. 

■  But  does  reafon  inftrud  us,  that  the  gra- 
cious Parent  and  Guardian  of  mankind  would 
entruft  their  inveterate  enemy  with  fo  dan- 
gerous a  power  over  them  as  this ;  and 
hereby,  in  effed,  commit  them,  loul  and 
body,  into  his  hands  ?  Does  experience  teach 

us. 
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US,  that  the  devil  does  in  fa6l  exercife  fuch 
power  over  the  human  race  ?  mofl:  certainly 
it  teaches  no  fuch  dodlrine.  And  if  this  be 
a  power  which  the  devil  never  exerts;  upon 
what  grounds  can  we  maintain  that  he 
poffelTes  it  ?  Divine  revelation  does  not  run 
<:ounter  either  to  reafon  or  experience.  A§ 
it  afcribes  all  miraculous  operations  in  ge- 
neral, fo  vifions  ""  in  particular,  to  God  as  their 
author;  interpofing  either  immediately  by 
himfelf,  or  by  his  angels,  thofe  active  mi- 
nifters  or  fymbolical  reprefentations  of  his 
peculiar  providence.  It  is  needlefs  to  en- 
large under  this  head;  inafmuch  as  the  ar- 
guments urged  under  the  former  %  againfl:  the 
fuppofition  of  the  devil's  pofTeffing  a  miracu- 
culous  power  over  the  bodies  of  men,  conclude 
more  ll:rongly  againft  his  poflefling  fuch  a 
power  over  their  minds  and  bodies  too. 

I  iball  only  add,  that  did  the  devil  really 
poffers  the  power,  which,  in  contradidion  to 
reafon,  experience  and  revelation,  fome  are 
difpofed  to  allow  him  ;  how  incredible  is  it, 
that  it  fliould  ever  have  been  exerted  upon 
the  Son  of  God  ?  Can  we  believe,  that  this 

z  See  Gen.  xviii.  i,  2.  ch.  xxviii.  12 — 22.  ch.  xxxi,  ii. 
ch.xxxii.  1,  2,  24 — 30.  Jofh.  V.  13 — 15.  i  Kings  xix.  11,  12. 
Atls  X.  3,  1 1  — 19.  ch.  xxvii.  23.  and  the  books  of  Ezekiel, 
Daniel,   and  Revelation. 

a  Seft.  I.  N°.  3.  p.  22—31. 
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divine  perfon  was  not  only  expofed  to  the 
fuggeftions  and  flratagems  of  Satan,  but 
overcome  by  them  ;  that  he  was  pofTelTed 
and  feduced  as  well  as  afiTaulted  by  the  devil, 
and  adually  brought  under  the  power  of  his 
infernal  delufions  ?  The  very  thought  of  this 
ftrikes  the  mind  with  horror  !  It  approaches 
to  blafpheniy  ! 

But  if  the  account  hereafter  to  be  given  of 
the  divine  original  and  benevolent  intention 
of  Chrift's  temptation,  fhall  appear  to  be  juft, 
it  will  afford  the  ftrongeft  confutation  of  this, 
as  well  as  of  the  foregoing,  interpretation. 
It  is  a  deference  due  to  prevailing  opinions, 
not  to  rejed:  them  without  affigning  the 
reafons.  And  without  exploding  the  old,  no 
nev/  hypothefis  can  hope  to  be  received,  or 
even  to  be  examined.  It  was  expedient, 
therefore,  pievioufly  to  propofe  and  coniider 
the  objedions,  which  may  be  raifed  againft 
the    two^  different   explications   of  Chrifl's 

tempta- 

^  There  is  indeed  a  thh-J  account  of  Chrift's  temptation  by 
the  devil,  which  neither  admits  the  perfonal  prefence  of  this 
evil  fpirit,  nor  any  reprefentation  of  him  ;  and  fuppofes 
Chrift's  temptation  by  him  to  be  nothing  more  than  a  bare 
meditation  of  our  Lord  upon  fuch  trials  as  might  poffibly  be 
propofed  by  the  great  tempter  of  mankind.  But  if  there  was 
lieither  a  real  nor  vifionary  appearance  of  the  devil,  and  he 
was  not  prefent  with  Chrift  in  any  fenfe  whatever ;  why  does 
the  hiftory  affirm,  that  Chrift  was  led  into  the  wildernefs  to  be 
ternpted  hy  him  ?  Why  does  iL  farther  reprefeiu  the  tempter  as 

coming 
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temptation,  which  have  hitherto  generally- 
prevailed.  And  the  obvious  difficulties  at- 
tending both,  will  at  leaft  ferve  to  juflify  us, 
in  proceeding  to  enquire. 


XT 


SECTION     III. 

H  E  T  H  E  R  the  text  itfelf  does  not 
lead  us  to  a  very  different  interpreta- 
tion, and  reprefent  the  temptation  of  Chrift: 
as  befalling  him,  while  he  was  under  a  pro- 
phetic vifion,  of  which  the  Spirit  of  God 
himfelf  was  the  immediate  and  fole  author. 
This,  perhaps,  is  no  more  than  what  follows 

coming  to  Chrifl:;  /peaking  to  him  ;  receiving  anfxvers  from 
him  ;  con'veying  or  conducing  him  into  the  holy  city  ;  Jetting  him 
upon  a  pinnacle  of  the  temple  ;  taking  him  to  an  excetding  high 
mountain  ;  from  thence  Reiving  him  all  the  kingdoms  of  the 
•vcorld ;  and  Ilill  carrying  on  a  converfation  with  him,  till  at 
length  he  is  commanded  by  Chrift  to  leave  him,  and  is  faid  to 
leave  him  accordingly  ?  Does  this  language  import  nothing 
more,  than  that  Chrilt  meditated  on  thefe  things?  Does  the 
Scripture  on  any  other  occafion  relate  mere  meditations  as 
outward  occurrences  ?  Is  there  any  manner  of  proof,  that  it 
does  fo  in  the  cafe  before  us  ?  Can  any  fimilar  phrafeology  be 
produced  from  any  good  author?  The  hypothefis  we  are 
examining  is  as  deftitute  of  all  rational  intention,  as  it  is  of. 
all  evidence.  For  what  good  end  could  be  anfwered  either 
by  meditating  on  events  that  could  not  be  expefted  to  happen  ; 
or  by  relating  fuch  meditations  as  events  that  had  aftually 
happened?  In  a  word,  this  hypothefis  feems  to  me,  eqii^illy 
groundlefs,  ufelefs,  and  unnatural ;  and  ferves  only  to  fhew, 
how  ready  perfons  of  reflection  were  to  ruu  to  any  refuge, 
rather  than  acquiefce  in  cither  of  the  foregoing  interpre- 
tations. 
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neceflarlly,  from  what  has  been  ah'eady  fug- 
gefled.  For  if  the  temptation  of  Chrift  is 
neither  to  be  underftood  as  an  outward  tran- 
fadion,  nor  diaboHcal  delulion,  it  muft  have 
been  a  divine  vifion.  And  that  it  was  fo, 
may,  I  apprehend,  be  fairly  argued  both 
from  the  exprefs  letter  of  the  text  in  the 
three  evangehfts,  and  from  feveral  circum- 
ilances  of  the  narrative. 

St.  MattheWi  after  relating  the  defcent  of 
the  Spirit  of  God  upon  Jefus  at  his  baptifm, 
adds,  '^rhen  was  J  ejus  led  up  of  the  Spirit  into 
the  wilder nefs  \ 

It  is  generally  fuppofcd,  that  thefe  words 
alTert,  **  that  Jefus  now  went  into  the  wii- 
dernefs  in  perfon,  under  a  divine  guidance." 
But  with  what  propriety  could  it  be  faid,  that 
Jefus  went  into  the  wildernefs  i 71  pej^/on  a.t 
this  time,  when  he  was  there  already  ^  It 
was  in  the  wildernefs  that  John  exercifed  his 
niiniftry  J  and  he  baptized  our  Saviour  there  ^ 

Nor 

«  Mat.  iv.   1. 

*  Some  eminent  writers,  I  acknowledge,  feem  to  think, 
that  the  wildernefs  was  neither  the  fcene  of  John's  miniftry, 
nor  confequently  of  our  Saviour's  baptifm.  Dr.  Clarke  in 
particular,  in  his  paraphrafe  on  Luke  iii.  2,  3.  fays,  "  John 
"  having  hitherto  lived  privately  in  the  wildernefs,  was  com- 
^'  manded  of  God  to  enter  upon  his  public  miniftry,  and  begin 
"  to  preach  to  the  people.  According]y,  lea'viKg  t^eivil^erTie/sy 
*•  he  vxent  and  preached  in  all  the  country  about  Jordan." 
jjw  Clerc  tranllatcs  this  palTage  in  the  following  manner :  La 
I  parole 
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Nor  did  our  Saviour  quit  the  wildernefs  In  tlis 
interval  between  his  baptifm  and  his  temp- 
tation* 

parole  de  DIeu  fut  addreflee  a  Jean  fils  de  Zacharie  dans  le 
o'efert.  II  alia  eaj'uite  par  tout  le  pais,  qui  eft  le  long  du 
Jourdain.  According  to  this  explication  of  the  language  of 
be.  Luke,  John  had  left  the  wildernefs  before  he  baptized 
Jefus. 

In  order  to  form  a  true  judgment  concerning  the  fcene  of 
John's  miniftry,  it  will  be  proper  to  examine  the  account  given 
of  it  by  all  the  four  evangelills.  St.  Matthew,  (ch.  iii.  i,  3, 
s,  6.)  affirms,  that  he  came  preaching  in  the  wilderness 
of  Judea.  He  likewife  obferves,  that  Ifaiah  defcribed  him  as 
the  toice  of  one  crying  in  the  wilderness.  And  then  in 
confirmacion  of  what  he  had  advanced,  adds,  Then^went  out  to 
him  JerufaJem,  and  all  Judea,  and  all  the  region  round  about 
fordan,  and  zuere  baptized  of  him  in  fordar..  Now,  if  Jordan. 
that  part,  at  ieaft,  of  this  river,  in  and  near  which  John 
exercifed  his  miniftry,  was  not  in  the  wildernefs,  why  does 
the  evangelifl:  fay  in  fo  emphatical  a  manner,  that  he  came 
preaching  in  the  wildernefs  ?  And  why  does  he  reprefent  his 
baptizing  in  Jordan,  as  an  accomplilhment  of  Ilaiah's  pro- 
phecy, which  determined  his  miniftry  to  the  wildernefs  ? 
The  fame  obfervation  may  be  made  on  the  language  of 
tSt.  Mark,  ch.  i.  2,  3,  4,  5.  He  here  takes  notice,  that 
it  ivas  ivritten  in  the  prophets.  The  <voice  of  one  crying  in  th: 
nvUdertiefs.  With  a  manifeft  view,  to  fhew  the  conformity 
between  this  prediction  and  the  baptift's  miniftry,  he  fubjoins> 
fchn  did  baptize  in  the  ivildernefs,  and  preach  the  baptifm  of 
rebeniance  And  there  ivent  out  unto  him  all  the  land  of  Judea, 
and  they  nfjerufahm,  and  ujs.e  all  baptized  of  him  in  the  river 
of  Jordan.  Dr.  Clarke  himfeif,  in  his  paraphrafe  on  thefe 
v/ords,  fays,  *''  A  great  number  of  people  rcforted  into  the 
"  •^i.vildernfs  to  Jo':n,  and  njjsre  baptized  by  him  in  the  river 
"  Jordan.'"  ft  is  ii'.deed  felf-eiMdenr,  that  he  mentions 
John's  baptizing  in  Jordan,  as  an  illuftration  and  proof  of 
what  he  had  before  afferted,  that  he,  baptized  in  the  wil- 
dernefs. Sr.  Luke,  whofe  account  of  this  matter  we  are  next- 
to  exa.iiinej  \\zz  not  give.i  the  leaft  hint  of  John's  leaving  the 
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tatlon.  For  it  appears  by  comparing  the 
feveral  evangelifts  together  %  that  Chrift  had 
but  juft  left  the  banks  of  Jordan,  and  there- 
fore was  flill  in  the  wildernefs,  at  the  very 

wildernefs,  when  he  began  to  exercife  his  miniflry.  On  the 
contrary,  he  fixes  the  fcene  of  it  to  the  wildernefs.  The 
n.'jord of  the  Lord,  according  to  this  evangelift,  (ch.  iii.  2,  3.) 
ca7ne  unto  John  in  the  'vjildernefs.  And  he  came  into  all  the 
country  about  Jordan,  preaching  the  baptifm  of  repentance.  As 
it  is  ^written  in  the  book  of  the  ^vords  of  Ifaias  the  prophet,  faying, 
The  ^oice  of  one  crying  in  the  ^uildernefs.  Now,  could  St.  Luke 
confider  the  country  about  Jordan,  where  John  preached  and 
baptized,  as  being  out  of  the  wildernefs,  when  he  tells  us  that 
his  preaching  and  baptizing  in  that  country  verified  the 
prediction  of  Ifaiah  concerning  his  exercifing  his  miniftry  in 
the  wildernefs  !  This  evangelift  well  knew,  that  the  wildernefs 
was  the  fcene  of  John's  minillry  :  for  he  (ch.  vii.  24.)  as  well 
as  St.  Matthew  (ch.  xi.  7.)  reprefents  Jefus  as  faying  to  the 
people  concerning  the  baptift.  What  nvcnt  ye  out  into  the 
nvildernefs  to  fee  ?  In  the  Gofpel  of  St.  John  we  are  told, 
that  the  forerunner  of  Jefus  baptized  in  Bethabara,  (ch.  i.  28.) 
a  public  paflage  over  the  river  Jordan,  on  it's  eaftern  fide; 
and  likewife  at  Enon,  near  to  Salim,  on  it's  weftern  fide, 
(ch.  iii.  23.)  But  thefe  places  come  within  the  defcription  of 
the  country  about  Jordan,  which,  we  have  feen,  lay  in  the 
nuildernefs  :  a  name  which  the  Jews  gave  to  a  country  that 
was  but  thinly  inhabited,  Jofhua  xv.  61,  62.  (as  is  obferved 
by  Schmidius  and  Whitby  on  Mat.  iii.  t.)  This  evangelift 
(ch.  i.  23.)  reprefents  the  baptift  as  applying  to  himfelf  the 
prophecy  of  Ifaiah,  (ch.  xl.  3.)  /  am  the  --aoice  of  one  crying  in 
the  ivildernefs.  Now,  if  the  fcene  of  John's  rniniftry,  and  the 
place  in  particular  where  he  baptized,  was  the  wildernefs,  (as 
all  the  four  evangelifts  aflert ;)  then  ic  was  here  that  he 
baptized  Jefus.  We  are  indeed  exprefsly  told,  that  Jeftis'^vjas 
baptized  of  John  in  Jordan,  M.irk  i.  9.  compare  Mac.  iii.  13. 
Luke  iv.  I.  And  Jordan,  we  have  feen,  or  that  part  of  thit. 
river  where  John  baptized,  was  in  the  wildernefs. 
«  Mat.  iv.  I.  Marki.  12.   Luke  iv.  i. 

time 
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time  that  (according  to  the  common  hypo- 
thefis)  he  is  laid  to  have  been  led  into  iti 
Now  does  it  not  found  very  hardi,  to  fpeak 
of  any  one  as  going,  or  being  led  to  a  place^ 
where  he  is  already  ? 

With  a  view  to  folve  this  difficulty,  fome 
have  affirmed,  "  that  as  Chriil  was  before  de- 
low  in  the  wildernefs,  upon  the  banks  of 
Jordan,  he  might,  when  he  returned  from 
that  river,  be  faid,  without  any  impropriety,, 
to  be  led  up  into  the  wildernefs,  that  is,  to 
fome  higher  part  of  it."  That  the  banks  of 
Jordan  were,  in  many  places,  lower  than 
the  adjacent  wildernefs,  we  are  not  back- 
ward to  allow.  But  that  this  was  the  cafe 
in  that  particular  place  where  Jefus  had  been 
baptized,  is  a  point  that  can  not  be  proved. 
And  even  if  it  could  be  proved,  it  would 
not  account  for  the  language  of  the  evan- 
gelift:  :  for  Jefus  had  quitted  the  place  where 
he  had  been  baptized  ^  and  was  returning  to 
Galilee,  before  he  was  led  up  into  the  wil- 
dernefs. The  expreffion  therefore,  whatever 
it  means,  can  not  refer  to  the  fuppofed  height 
of  the  wildernefs  in  that  particular  place  above 

f  Jefus  ret  urns  J  from  for  dan  ^  and  i.vas  led  by  tbe  fpirit  into 
the  ivildeniefs,  Luke  iv.  i.  'I  his  language  neceffarilv 
implies,  that  Jefus  was  not  upon  the  banks  of  Jordan,  but 
was  returning  to  Galilee,  before  he  was  led  by  the  Spirit  into' 
the  wllderners. 
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the  banks  of  Jordan  ^ Others  propofe  a 

different  fokition  ;  affirming,  *'  that  Chrift 
**  was  now  Xt^farther  into  the  wildernefs,  and 
**  into  fome  more  horrid  part  of  it."  It  does 
not  however  appear,  that  this  explication  of 
the  word  in  this  place,  is  warranted  by  the 
limiiar  ufe  of  it  in  any  other  place  of  the 
New  Teftament.  Nor  does  it  fuit  with  the 
occafion  of  it's  being  ufed  here.  Jordan, 
in  which  Jefus  was  baptized,  was  in  the 
heart  of  the  wildernefs ;  and  he  could  not 
with  any  propriety  be  defcribed  as  being 
led  farther  into  it,  when  he  was  at  no  great 
diflance  from  that  river,  which  we  have  io.zw 
he  was  not,  v/hen  he  is  faid  to  have  been 
led  into  the  wildernefs. — A  ftill  different  in- 
terpretation has  bten  propofed,  to  the  follow- 
ing effed  :  'Jefus y  being  baptized  of  fohn  in 
the  wildcrncjs,  returned  into  Galilee,  hut  was 
led  BACK  AGAIN  into  the  wildernefs. 
But  the  hiftory,  inftead  of  affirming,  that 
Jefus  returned  into  Galilee^  only  fays,  He 
returned  from  Jordan  ^^  the  pi  ice  of  his 
baptifm.     And  St.  Mark\   after  relating  the 

E  Noi  do  any  of  the  other  evangelifts,  any  more  than 
St.  Matthew,  refer  to  the  ciicumftance  under  confideration, 
viz.  the  fuppofed  height  of  ihe  wildernefs  above  the  banks  of 
Jordan.  St.  Mark  fays,  "J efus  tvas  driven  into  the  ivilderne/s  :. 
St.  Luke,  that  he  ivas  tW  into  the  fjilderne/s. 

*  Luke  iv,  I,  "  Mark  i.   11,12. 

divine 
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divine  teftimony  born  to  him  there,  adds, 
^-W  IMME  D I A  TE  L  T'  (confequently  ' 
while  he  was  yet  in  the  wildernefs,  and  not 
long  after  he  had  quitted  the  banks  of  Jordan) 
the  Spirit  drivetb  him  into  the  wildernefs.  • 
From  hence  it  follows,  that  as  Chriil  had 
not  yet  left  the  wildernefs,  he  could  not  be 
fald  to  be  led  back  again  into  it.  This  inter- 
pretation therefore  mufl;  neceffarily  be  re- 
jected. With  refpedl  to  the  two  former, 
they,  without  accounting  for  the  ufe  of  the 
word  in  queftion,  admit  it  as  a  fadt,  that 
Chrift  was  adually  in  the  wildernefs,  at  the 
very  time  he  is  faid  to  be  led  into  it.  Now, 
this  being  allowed,  it  may  very  naturally  be 
concluded,  that  the  evangelifl:  can  not  be 
here  fpeaking  of  Chrift's  being  led,  literally 
and  corporeally,  into  the  wildernefs  ;  but  of 
his  being  conducted  thither  in  fome  different 
itn(Q  and  manner. 

Having  affigned  obvious  reafons  for  rejecft- 
ing  the  feveral  foregoing  explications  of  the 
language  of  St.  Matthew,  I  fhall  now  propofe 
that  which  appears  to  me  to  be  it's  true 
meaning.  His  words,  literally  rendered, 
are  as  follow  ^  :  Then  was  je/iis  brought '  (or 

carried] 

Mat.  iv.    I. 

'  d'(i)(Qr^  hrcugkt.      By   this  word  is  avAyu  frequently 
tranUated  ia  the  New  Tellament.     T/?ejr  brought  (_'lyr,yAfo^) 

him 
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carried] into aivildemefs'^  By  THE  SPIRIT. 
The  Spirit  here  fpoken  of,  can  be  no  other 

than 

ivim  to  yerufalem,  Luke  ii.  22.  They  brought  {a.VYiyA\o\)  him 
into  the  upper  chamber,  A£ls  ix.  39.  Intending  to  bring  him 
forth  {'Jva.yaJ'eiv)  to  the  people,  ch.  xii,  4.  When  he  had 
brought  (ctca')/ct.f<wV)  them  into  his  houfe,  ch.  xvi.  34.  In  the 
fame  manner  the  word  might  have  been  rendered  in  the 
following  paffages  :  The  devil  taking  him  up  (etveiyAfcoi',  bring- 
ing him)  into  an  high  mountain,  Luke  iv.  5.  They  led  {dvijyetfoi', 
brought)  hi?n  into  their  council,  ch.  xxii.  66.  They  offered 
{avhyctfoi',  brought)  facrifi.e  unto  the  idol,  Afls  vii.  41.  To 
bring  up  Chriji  again  {dvctyct^iiv,  to  bring)  from  the  dead, 
Rom.  X.  7.  That  brought  again  (0  AVciyAfcuv,  ivho  brought) 
from  the  dead,  Heb.  xiii.  20.  ■■  •^Avdiyo[/.a,t  is  by  gramma- 
rians rendered  fuftollor,  tollor  ;  and  is  very  often  applied  to 
the  launching  and  failing  of  a  fhip,  that  is,  to  it's  being 
lifted  off  from  the  ftrand,  and  borne  or  carried  aloft  upon  the 
water.  They  launched  forth,  {^i,v'A'x^\y<! av)  Luke  viii.  22. 
After  <vje  had  launched,  (cjf  cTs  kyiviTo  eivayjivvau  «//«<,) 
Ads  xxi.  1.  We  fet  forth,  {dvii^QnyM',)  V.  2.  We  launched, 
\^'iv{\y^'\\J.iv^  ch.  xxvii.  z.  When  nve  had  launched  from  thence 
{dvay^^'ivm)  V.  4.  This  word  is  tranflated  loofcd,  ch.  xiii.  13, 
ch.  xvi.  11.  ch.  xvii.  21.  It  is  rendered, yizi/f^,  ch.  xviii.  21. 
ch.  XX.  3,  13.  And  in  ch.  xxvii.  12.  ch.  xxviii.  10,  11.  de- 
parted, though  here  alfo  it  might  have  been,  with  equal 
propriety,  rendered,  launched  or  failed.  The  fame  ufe  of  the 
word  is  common  in  Heathen  writers. 

•n  Though  «  spH//©-,  when  applied  to  one  particular  wil- 
dernefs,  as  that  of  Judea  or  Arabia,  for  example,  is  properly 
rendered,  "  //;>£  wilderners,"  (Mat.  iii.  i.  John  iii,  14.)  yet 
Schimidius  (on  Mat.  iii.  i.)  very  juftly  obfervcs,  Interdum 
etiam  indefinite  notatur  talis  locus  quicunque,  ut  Mat.  iv.  i. 
ch.  xxiv.  26.  Mar.  i.  12,  13.  Luc.  iv.  i.  ch.  viii.  29. 
ch.  XV.  4.  Aft.  xxi.  38.  Apoc.  xii.  6,  14,  ch.  xvii.  3. 
Et  licet  articulus  aliquando  additus  inveniatur :  non  tamen 
certum  individuum  loci  turn  denotat,  aut  certam  eremum : 
fed  quamcunque  fane,  cujufcunque  traftus  eremum,  non  tam 
ab  aliis  ersmis,  quam  ab  aliis  illius  tradus  locis  diftindam  j 

ubi 
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than  the  Spirit  of  God,  with  which  he  was 
filled  at  his  baptifm  ".  Now,  by  the  Spirit 
which  Chrifl  received  at  his  baptifm,  we  are 
to  underftand,  as  all  allow,  the  extraordinary 
trifts  and  powers  beftowed  upon  the  great 
prophet  of  the  Chriftian  church,  to  furnifh 
him  for  the  execution  of  that  office,  with 
which  he  v/as  at  this  time  inverted.  In  this 
fenfe  our  Saviour  ufes  the  word,  when  he 
applies  to  himfelf  that  prophecy  of  Ifaiah, 

ubi  nee  nomen  eremorum  eft  additum,  nee  exquirere  illud 
opera;  admodum  eft  pretium.  Sufficit  nos  fcire,  eremum  ibi 
quandam,  non  alterius  fpeciei  locum  denotari,  Similis  eft 
ratio  Matth.  xvii.  15.  UoK?J.ai--  'n7l-r''lt-{  eii  ro  TrC'p,  kui 
isoKXAA-ii  &i<  TO  t/'fc'p.  Non  quod  notetur  certus  numero 
ignist  aut  certa  numero  aqua.  Sed  indefinite,  quicunqiie 
ignis,  Si  quscunque  aqua.  Ideo  Marcus  ix.  22.  fine  articulo 
effert,  x.r/  «?  w!}"?  iCcthi,  km  «V  vJ'ctTo..  In  the  paflage 
before  us  therefore,  h  ipnu©-  fliould  be  rendered  "  a  wil- 
"  dernefs,"  or  a  wild  and  defert  place,  inhabited  rather  by 
wild  beafts  than  men. 

"  This  appears  from  the  manner  in  which  the  evangelifts 
connedl  the  account  of  Chrift's  temptation  with  that  of  his 
baptifm  ;  and  from  the  diilinftion  they  make  between  the 
Spirit  by  which  he  was  conveyed  into  the  wildernefs,  and  the 
tempter.  The  former  is  exprefly  called  by  St.  Luke  i^e  Holy 
Spirit,  ch.  iv.  i.  Jefus  being  full  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  retxirned 
^rom  Jordan,  and  ivas  led  by  the  Spirit  (that  is,  the  Holy  Spirit 
before-mentioned)  into  a  'wildernefs.  Accordingly,  the  Syriac 
verfion  of  Jsro  tk  ^c?u'uci7^^,  is  rendered  a  Spiritu  fandi- 
tatis  ;  and  the  Perfic,  a  Spiritu  fando.  With  refpeft  to  this 
phrafe,  Beza  on  Mat.  iv.  i.  obferves.  Si  libeat  dvaoopdv 
articuli  fervare,  vertere  licebit,  ab  eo  Spiritu  ;  ut  de  eodem 
jllo  Spiritu  hie  agi  conftet  cujus  paulo  ante  mentio  fafla" 
faerat.  i.  e.  de  Spiritu  fando. 

fhe 
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ne  spirit  of  the  Lord  is  upon  me,  becatife  he 
hath  anoi?ited  me  to  preach  the  Go/pel  to  the 
poor''.  And  again,  when  he  fays,  If  I caji 
out  demons  by  the  Spirit  of  God  ^,  In  the  fame 
fenfe  the  word  is  ufed  by  John  the  Baptift, 
when  he  faid  concerning  Chrift,  God  giveth 
not  the  Spirit  by  meajure  unto  him  '' ;  and  alfo 
when  he  dehvered  the  following  prophecy 
concerning  him,  which  received  it's  accom- 
plifhment  on  the  day  of  Pentecoft,  He  fiall 
baptize  you  with  the  Holy  Spirit,  and  with 
Jire\  When  the  apoftle  John  fays,  The  Holy 
Spirit  was  not  yet  given,  becauje  that  'Jefus 
was  not  yet  glorifed',  he  plainly  refers  to  that 
moft  plentiful  donation  of  miraculous  gifts, 
which  was  wifely  referved  till  Chrift's  afcen- 
fion  into  heaven,  when  it  was  moft  wanted 
to  atteft  and  propagate  the  Gofpel.  It  was 
with  an  exprefs  reference  to  thofe  extraordi- 
nary endowments  which  the  apoftles  were 
encouraged  to  expert,  that  Chrift  faid  to 
them  after  his  refurredion,  Receive  ye  the 
Holy  Spirit  ^  Te  Jhall  receive  power,  after 
that  the  Holy  Spirit  is  come  upon  you  :  ajid  ye 

«  Luke  iv,  18. 

p  Mat.  xii.  28.     Compare  ch.i.  18.      Luke  xi.  20. 

q  John  iii.  34. 

r  Mat.  iii.   11.    Compare  Adls  i.  5.  ch.  ii,  3. 

-'  John  vii.  39. 

t  John  XX.  22. 
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fiall  he  nsDttnefjh  imto  me''.  Many  other 
paiTages  might  be  added  ;  but  it  is  ynne- 
ceflary  to  cite  them  at  large  *. 

And  as  the  Spirit  frequently  denotes  mira- 
culous gifts  in  general;  fo  it  often  exprefTes 
a  prophetic  illumination  in  particular,  a  divine 
agency  on  the  mind  revealing  new  truths 
to  it,  or  making  fome  difcovery  of  the  will 
of  God.  It  was  revealed  unto  him  by  the 
Holy  Spirit  ^  by  the  agency  or  illumination 
of  the  divine  Spirit.  Holy  men  of  God  /pake 
as  they  were  moved  by  the  Holy  Spirit  *,  by  a 
divine  afflatus  and  infpiration.  Being  Je fit 
forth  by  the  Holy  Spirit ' ;  were  forbidden  of 
the  Holy  Spirit^  -,  in  both  thefe  places  the 
Holy  Spirit  denotes  a  prophetic  revelation  % 

This  phrafe  is  applied  to  revelations  in  the 
vj2kyo^vijiony  ov  fight -j  as  will  be  fliewn  at  large 
below,  when  we  come  to  examine  the  mean- 
ing of  the  correfpondent  phrafe  in  St.  Luke'*, 

.  and 

"  Aftsi.  4,  5,  8. 

^  Afts  ii.  1 — 4.,  14—18,  33,  38.  cli.  iv.  8,  21.  ch.  vi,  3. 
ch.viii.  15,  17,  18.  ch.x.  44,  45,47.  Heb.  ii.  4.  iPet.  i.  12. 
See  alfo  Numb.  xi.  29. 

>  Luke  ii.  26..    C'TTo  th   Trviuy.aj©-   ri^  dyi^. 

2  2  Peter  i.  21.     i>V3  Tffviv (j.et]©-  «>/'». 

"  Ads  xiii.  4.     v'Tio  rk  'zsuvfji.et]®-  /^  dyln' 

^  Afts  xvi.  6.     uTo  ffn  dy'iM  'avzviAo}©-. 

•=  See  alfo  Adls  viii.  29.  ch.  x.  19.  in  which  places  tJ!/e 
fpirit  denotes  an  afflatus  or  revelation  of  the  Spirit. 

**  The  C'TTo  tfk  'uvi<jfji-j'](Qr  of  St.  Matthew  is  equivalent  to 
:he  iv  iu  tffViv[^ct]i  of  St.  Luke;  and  therefore  if  this  latter 
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kind  fome  fimilar  expreffions  in  the  prophet 
Ezekiel ;  where  being  taken  up  by  the 
Spirit',  denotes  a  prophetic  fcenery  and  re- 
prefentation.  Now  if  Chrift  was  brought 
into  a  wildernefs,  by  the  Spirit,  in  the  fenfe 
of  the  phrafe  here  explained,  that  is,  by  a 
prophetic  illumination,  by  revelation,  in  a 
vifion  'j  St.  Matthew  cannot  be  underftood  of 
his  being  conveyed  there  corporeally  and  per- 
fonally,  but  fpiritually  and  mentally.  To  this 
fenfe  of  the  phrafe,  the  connexion  neceffarily 
leads  5  and  this,  the  circumftances  of  the 
hiftory  evidently  require.  For  this  alone 
removes  the  objedion  againfl  the  literal  con- 
flrudion,  juft  now  taken  notice  of.  Though 
it  could  not  with  any  propriety  be  faid,  that 
Chrift  was  at  this  time  carried  into  the  wil- 
dernefs in  a  corporeal  manner,  in  which 
fenfe  he  was  there  already  :  yet  there  is  no- 
thing improper  in  faying,  he  was  now  con- 
veyed into  a  wildernefs  in  a  fpiritual  manner, 
in  vifion  or  mental  reprefentation,  by  the 
infpiration  of  the  Spirit  of  God. 

To  fome  it  feems  ftrange,  "  that  Chrift 
**  ftiould  be  brought  into  the  wildernefs  by 
**  the  Spirit,  or  by  viiionary  reprefentation, 

be,  (as  we  fhall  fliew  it  is,)  expreffive  of  a  divine  vifion,  the 
former  mull  be  fo  too. 
«  pzek.  iiii   12. 

'<   if 
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'^'  if  he  was  there  before  in  perfon ;  or  that 
"  he  (hould  be  in  the  fame  place,  at  the 
"  fame  time,  both  really  and  in  vifion." 
This  objesflion  is  entirely  obviated  by  the 
tranflation  given  above  of  the  words  of 
St.  Matthev/,  vt'ho  fays,  *'  Jefus  was  brought 
**  (not  into  the  wildernefs,  but)  into  a  wil- 
**  dernefs  by  the  Spirit,"  without  referring 
to  any  one  particular  wildernefs.  The  place 
therefore  where  Chrifl  really  and  perfonally 
was,  has  no  relation  to  that  which  was  the 
fcene  of  his  vifion.  But  if  you  chufe  to 
adhere  to  the  common  tranflation  of  the  ori- 
ginal word,  and  affirm  that  it  means  t/je 
iviidemefs,  you  will  not  prejudice  the  inter- 
pretation here  given  of  the  phrafe,  by  the 
Spirit  ^ ',  but  only  make  it  fo  much  the  more 
neceflary  to  underftand  it  as  expreffive  of 
a  viiion  or  fpiritual  rapture  ;    it   being   im- 


f  For  a  prophet  may  be  brought  by  the  Spirit  into  the  very 
fame  place  where  he  was  before  in  perfon  j  that  is,  the  fcene 
both  of  his  vifion  and  of  his  perfonal  prefence  may  be  the 
fame.  Of  this  we  have  an  example  in  the  cafe  of  Ezekiel, 
ch.  iii.  !i,  15.  ch.  xi.  24,  25.  which  will  be  cited  below. 
We  might  therefore  without  the  leaft  prejudice  to  our  argument 
grant,  that  the  place  where  Chrift  was  in  perfon,  where  he  con- 
tin  ued  forty  days,  and  from  whence  he  returned  into  Galilee, 
w'as  the  external  archetype  of  the  chief  fcenes  of  Chrift's  pro- 
phetic vifion.  But  there  is  no  necelTity,  nor  indeed  any  fort  of 
reafon,  to  make  this  conceffion  ;  becaufe  the  evangelift  is  not 
fpeaking  of  anyone  wildernefs  in  particular. 

poffible. 
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poffible,  for  the  reafon  juft  now  afllgned, 
to  interpret  it  in  another  fenfe. 

The  fenfe  here  affixed  to  the  language  of 
St.  MattheWi  may  be  juftified  by  the  ufe  of 
the  fame  or  fimilar  phrafes,  in  other  palTages 
of  Scripture.  The  prophet  Ezekiel  was  carried 
away  to  Babylon,  with  many  other  of  his 
countrymen,  in  'Jeboiachins  captivity ;  and 
the  prophetic  fpirit  came  upon  him,  when  he 
was  amongft  his  fellow-exiles  by  the  river 
Chebar,  in  Mefopotamia.  Here,  as  he  informs 
us,  he  received  revelations  from  God  by 
vifions  :  'The  heavens  were  opened,  and  1  faw 
'uifions  of  God.  The  word  of  the  Lord  came  unto 
me ',  and  the  hand  of  the  Lord  was  there  upon 
me^.  After  this  general  declaration,  he  goes 
on  to  defcribe  the  cherubims  and  other  fcenes 
of  his  vifion,  in  the  fame  manner  as  if  they 
had  been  obje<fls  of  his  bodily  fight.  I  looked, 
and  behold,  a  great  whirlwind  came  out  of  the 
north,  a  great  cloud,  &c.  When  I  faw  it  ft  he 
appearance  of  the  likenefs  of  the  glory  of  the 
Lord)  I  fell  upon  7ny  face  "*.  And  the  fpirit 
entered  into  me,  when  he  fpake  unto  me,  and 
fct  me  upon  ?ny  feet,  that  I  heard  him  that 
fpake   unto   me'\      When    he    received  new 

s  Ezek.  i. — 3.  compared  with  2  King.  iii.  15.  * 

h  Ezek.  i.  4,  28. 

'  Ezek.  ii.  2.  which  is  thus  rendered  by  the  70,  Ka«  %h^iv 

^i  It/  Ta;  •a'oi'Ai  i^v,  k.  t.  A. 

vifions 
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vifions  and  revelations  from  God,  fuch  as 
were  particularly  defigned  for  the  admonition 
of  his  fellow-exiles  j  this  new  prophetic 
fcene  is  defcribed  in  words,  which  literally 
import  a  local  tranflation,  which  there  is  not 
the  leaft  reafon  to  fuppofe ;  for  the  prophet, 
at  the  time  he  is  reprefented  as  conveyed  to 
thofe  of  the  captivity,  was  already  amongfl 
them  in  perfon  :  Go,  get  thee  to  them  of  the 
captivity. — Then  the  fpirit  took  me  up,  and  I 
heard  behind  me  a  voice  of  a  great  ru/Jjing. — - 
So  the  fpirit  If  ted  me  up,  and  took  me  away, 
and  I  ivent  in  bitternejs,  in  the  heat  of  my 
fpirit,  but  the  hand  oj  the  Lord  icas  fnwig 
upon  me  ^.  In  the  fequel  of  thefe  prophecies, 
we  find  Ezekiel  carried  to  Jerufalem,  there 
fliewn  the  idolatries  committed  by  the  Jews 
within  the  precin6ls  of  the  temple,  and  em- 
ployed in  digging  in  the  walls  of  it,  as  if  he 
had  been  adually  in  that  place;  notwith- 
flanding  thefe  feveral  occurrences,  however 
related  as  corporeal  actions  and  motions, 
were  undoubtedly  tran0d:ed  in  vifion  only; 
for  he  was  now  at  Babylon.  The  hand  of  the 
Lord  fell  upon  me,  the  Spirit  I  ft  me  up  between 
the  earth  and  the  heaven,  and  brought  me  in 
the  vfions  of  God  to  ferifalem,  to  the  door 
of  the  inner  gate   that  looketh  towards  the 

^  Ezck.  iii.  II,  12,  14. 

F  North, 
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North,  &c '.  When  a  new  fcene  at  Jemfaletn 
was  placed  before  his  imagination,  it  is  faid, 
The  Jpirit  lift  him  up,  and  brought  him  to  the 
place  it  was  defigned  to  reprefent"".  After 
this  he  is  defcribed  as  carried  back  aeain  into 

o 

Chaldea,  from  which  place  he  had  not,  during 
thefe  fucceffive  fcenes,  been  abfent  in  perfon  : 
^Ihe  Spirit  took  ?ne  upt  and  brought  me  in  vijion 
by  the  Spirit  of  God  into  Chaldea,  to  them  of  the 
captivity  ',  fo  the  vifion  which  I  had  feen  went 
up  from  me.  'Then  I  fpake  unto  them  of  the 
captivity,  all  the  things  that  the  Lord  had 
fiewed  me  ".  Upon  another  occafion  he  tells 
us.  The  hand  of  the  Lord  was  upon  me,  and 
carried  me  out  in  (or  by)  the  Spirit  of  the  Lord, 
and  fet  me  down  in  the  midftof  the  valley  which 
was  full  of  bones  \  though  what  follows  is 
nothing  more  than  the  narrative  of  a  vifion  *. 
And  we  find  him  once  more  carried  to  feru^ 
falem,  without  flirring  from  Chaldea:  The 
hand  of  the  Lord  was  upon  me,  and  brought  me 
thither.  In  the  vifons  of  God  brought  he  me 
into  the  land  of  Ifrael,  and  fet  me  upon  a  very 
high  mountain'^.  From  thefe  feveral  pafTages 
it  appears,  that  to  be  brought  or  carried  from 

'  Ezek.  viii.  i  —  lo. 
«"  Ezek.  xi.   I. 
"  Ezek.  xi.  24,  2jr 
^  Ezek.  xxxvii.   i. 
P  Ezek.  xl.   i>  2, 

one 
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one  place  to  another,  m  the  vifions  of  God  "^t  or 
(which  is  a  phrafe  of  the  like  import)  /;?  or 
by  the  Spirit '  -,  does  not  denote  any  real  local 
removal,  but  the  being  tranfported  from  one 
place  to  another,  by  way  of  mental  lively- 
reprefentation,  under  the  power  of  a  divine 
trance  or  extacy  :  and  that  in  this  knCe,  a 
perfon  may  be  faid  to  be  carried  to  the  very 
place,  vv'here  h^-  already  was  perfonariy  and 
corporeally,  if  it  becomes  the  fcene  of  his 
prophetic  vifion  ;  or  to  be  returned  to  thnt 
place,  though  he  had  never  quitted  it  in  the 
ordinary  fenfe  of  that  expreffion,  if  it  becomes 
the  fcene  of  nev/  vifionilry  reprefentations ; 
which,  as  we  obferved  before,  are  related  as 
fads,    becaufe   they   appear   as  fuch    to   the 

prophet. 

1  Notwichftanding  the  pofitive  declaration  of  the  prophet, 
that  in  the  forecited  paflages  he  is  only  reciting  vifionary  re- 
prefentations ;  and  the  obvious  abfurdities  attending  the  con- 
trary fuppofuion:  yet  have  many  contended  for  a  local 
tranflation  of  Ezekiel,  either  in  the  body  or  out  of  it,  from 
Chaldea  to  Jerufalem,  and  for  the  reality  of  the  fcenes  and 
tranlaaions  which  he  defcribes.  But  the  authors  of  the 
Vni'verjal  Hifiory,  Vol.  IV.  p.  196—198,  (8vo.  ed.  1747.) 
have  Ihewn,  that  the  temple  defcribed  by  Ezekiel,  had  no 
proportion,  as  to  it's  meafures,  with  that  of  Solomon  j  and 
that  it  was  a  prophetic  or  emblematical  one,  which  never 
exifted  but  in  this  prophecy.  What  end  then  could  be  an- 
fvvered  by  the  prophet's  being  really  tranHated  to  Jerufalem 
either  in  his  body  cr  out  of  it  /  The  fcenes  were  all  painted 
upon  his  imagination. 

'  That  thefe  phrafes,  in  the  i-ificns  of  God,  and  in  or  ^y  the 
Spirit,  are  equivalent,  will  appear  by  compa.i ng  the  feveral 
palTages  from  Ezekiel  cited  above.     As  to  the  phraie,  the  hand 
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prophet.  We  cannot  therefore  be  at  a  lofs, 
to  underftand  what  St.  Matthew  means ', 
when  he  tells  us,  that  Jefus  was  led  up  or 
brought  into  a  wildernefs  by  the  Spirit.  Into  a 
wildernefs  he  Teemed  to  himfelf  to  be  carried, 
thither  he  was  tranfported  in  vifion,  by  a 
prophetic  divine  afflatus. 

The   expreflions   ufed    by  the  evangelifts 
Mark    and   Luke,    confirm   the   explication 

of  the  Lord,  it  exprefles  only  a  divine  agency  in  general,  not 
the  mode  of  it.    Compare  i  Kings  xviii.  46.  2  Kings  iii.  15. 

s  It  has  been  afTerted,  that  the  language  of  Ezekiel  is  a 
direct  defcription  of  vifions,  which  that  of  the  evangelifts  is 
not.  But  whoever  will  compare  the  Septuagint  verfion  of  the 
paflages  cited  from  the  prophet  Ezekiel,  with  the  language  of 
the  evangelilts,  will  find  a  remarkable  correfpondence  between 
them,  fuch  as  may  farther  ferve  to  juftify  our  explaining  the 
latter  by  the  former.  Thus  EzekiePs  faying,  r/rviuaa.  iiyetyi 
(M,  ch.  viii.  3.  ch.  xi.  1.  correCponds  to  dvyiyQn  t/Vc  t« 
rri'ivf^.etTO^t  in  St.  Mattheiv.  And  the  \v  'Tn'iv/j.ari  in 
Ezekiel,  ch.  xxxvii.  1.  as  it  expreffes  the  fame  thing  with 
St.  Matthew^s  v-TTo  t»  Ti-'n'MetTcf,  fo  it  anfwers  to  St.  Luke's 
\v  reS  Tv^tl fj.a.7 1 ,  cited  below,  p.  72,  note  ^.  There  is  no 
material  difference  between  the  ctj'JAaCi  of  Ezekiel,  ch.  iii.  12. 
ch.  ii.  2.  ch.  viii.  3.  ch.  xi.  1.  and  the  TitPuAauC'lvH  of  St. 
Matt/jew,  ch.  iv.  5,  8.  The  words,  ui'ctydyuv  and  iiyayn , 
ufed  by  St.  Luh,  ch.  iv.  5,  9.  in  the  paflages  parallel  to  the  laft 
cited  ones  from  St  Matthe'w,  correfpond  to  iiyay^-,  ei(rnyctyi 
and  i^riyayi  in  Ezeh'el,  ch.  viii.  3,  14.  ch.  xi.  i.  ch.  xxxvii.  i. 
ch.  xl.  3.  Now  if  the  language  of  the  evangelifts  be  the 
lame  wich  that  of  the  prophet,  it  certainly  calls  for  a  like 
conftruflion  with  that  ;  efpecially  as  the  ftile  of  the  new 
teflament  is  allowed  to  correfpond  to  the  Greek  verfion  of  the 
old.  And  confequently  the  language  of  the  one  is  no  lefs 
expreffive  than  that  of  the  other,  both  of  a  prophetic  impulfe 
and  infpiration  of  the  Spirit,  and  of  the  particular  mode  of  that 
infpiration,  which  was  by  ^vijiofi,  as  diftind  from  every  other 
fpecies  of  revelation. 

here 
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here  given  of  the  language  of  St.  Matthew. 
Mark  fays  *,  Immediately  (after  the  defcent  of 
the  Spirit  at  his  baptifin)  the  Spirit^  (or  ac- 
cording to  Beza's  ancient  manufcript,  the 
Holy  Spirit)  driveth  him  (or,  cajleth  him  out  V  • 
into  a  wildernefs.  Thefe  words  are  very 
improperly  referred  to  Chrift's  being  driven 
by  the  Spirit  into  the  wildernefs,  corporeally 
and  perfonally  J  becaufe  we  have  fliewn, 
that  he  was  perfonally  there  before  this  im- 
pulfe  of  the  Spirit.  They  clearly  exprefs 
a  fupernatural  and  divine  agency  upon  the 
mind  of  Chrift  ;  and  therefore  naturally  and 
neceffarily  convey  to  us  the  idea  of  a  pro- 
phetic rapture,  trance  or  extacy,  during 
which  he  thought  himfelf  tranfported  into 
a  dreary  wildernefs.  The  language  of  St. 
Mark  perfedtly  correfponds  with  that  of 
St.  Matthew  ;  there  being  no  difference  be- 
tween   faying    with    the   former,    Jeius    was 

'  Chap.  i.  12. 

«  The  original  word,  \yC't\Ke',  is  applied  very  frequentl/ 
to  defcribe  ChriiVs  expulfion  of  demons.  Vid.  Mac.  viii. 
16,  31.  ch.  ix.  3^,  34  ch.  X.  I,  8.  Mark  i.  3.1,  39. 
ch  iii  15.  Luke  xi.  14  ch  xiii.  32.  The  word,  however, 
does  not  always  exprefs  force  and  violence  ;  nor  is  it  necefTary 
that  it  fhould  do  fo,  in  order  to  juftify  the  application  here 
made  of  it.  P'or  in  defcribing  Ezekiel's  vifion,  ch.  viii.  3, 
ch.xi.  I.  ch.xxxvii.  i.  the  Septuaginr  fays,  the  Spirit  iiyc/.yi 
"/^</him,  or  iE.i)yat.yk  led  him  out  ;  which  lail  expreffion  comes 
very  near  that  of  the  evangelifts,  according  to  the  fenfe  io 
Tvhich  iA.Cu,hK^  is  ufed  John  x.   4. 
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driven  or  cajl  out  by  the  Spirit,  and  faying 
with  the  latter,  that  he  was  brought  or 
carried  by  the  Spirit ;  the  meaning  of  which 
has  been  already  explained.  By  comparing 
together  the  feveral  pafTages  of  Ezekiel  cited 
above,  it  appears,  that  when  he  fays,  the 
Spirit  brought  or  carried  him,  he  means  the 
fame  as  when  he  fays,  he  was  brought  or 
carried  in  the  Spirit  j  a  phrafe  unqueftionably 
defcriptive  of  a  prophetic  vifion. 

To  this  explication  of  the  language  of 
St.  Mark,  it  may  be  objeded,  *'  that  if  by 
**  the  Spirt fs  drivi?ig  Jefus  into  a  wilder nefs^ 
*'  he  means,  that  the  Spirit  drove  him  there 
**  mentally  and  in  vifion,  that  is,  into  an 
"  ideal  wildernefs  ;  it  will  be  difficult  to 
**  reconcile  this  with  what  follows  in  the 
*'  next  verfe,  which  feems  to  refer  to  a  literal 
'^^  one.  And  he  was  there  in  the  (or  that)  wil- 
*•  dernefs  forty  days  tempted  of  Sat  an ,  and  was 
'*  with  the  wild  beajis."  It  is,  without 
doubt,  of  one  and  the  fame  wildernefs,  that 
St.  Mark  fpeaks  in  both  thefe  verfes.  And 
v/ere  we  to  grant  that  this  wildernefs  was  a 
real  one,  and  that  Mark  and  the  other 
evangelills  fpeak  of  Chrifl's  being  led  or 
driven  into  it  perfonally  and  corporeally,  it 
may  neverthelefs  be  true,  that  his  temptation 
was   a   mere   vifion ;    if  thefe    phrafes,    the 

Spirits^ 
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Spirit i  in  and  by  the  Spirit,  import  in  this 
hiftoryj  as  they  certainly  do  elfewhere,  a 
miraculMis  irnpulfe  and  illumination  of  the 
Spine,  difcovering  new  truths  to  a  prophet, 
reveali?jg  future  events,  and  exhibiting  fceftes 
and  appearances  before  his  imaginatioji.  On 
this  fuppofition,  the  meaning  of  the  evan- 
gelifts  will  be,  **  Chrifi:  was  brought  into 
**  a  wildernefs"  (not  merely  under  a  divine 
**  diredion,  the  phrafes  import  much  more 
•*  than  this,  but)  "  under  the  full  influence 
**  of  the  prophetic  Spirit,  making  fuitable 
**  revelations  to  his  mind,  and  giving  him  a 
view  particularly  of  his  future  trials ''." 
But  St.  Mark  is  to  be  underftood  as  fpeaking 
only  of  an  ideal  wildernefs,  that  wildernefs 
into  which  Jefus  was  driven  by  the  Spirit, 
or  which  was  the  fcene  of  his  prophetic 
vifion.  This  is  what  is  fpoken  of  in  the 
twelfth  verfe  ;  and  moft  probably  therefore 
in  the  thirteenth.  The  evangelift  may- very 
naturally  be  explained  in  the  following 
manner  :  '*  No  fooner  did  the  Spirit  defcend 
*'  upon  Jefus  at  his  baptifm,  than  by  his 
•*  infpiration  he  was  carried  into  a  frightful 

^  Thcfe  trials,  it  will  be  {hewn  below,  are  defcribed  as 
temptations  of  the  deuil,  on  account  of  the  particular  mode 
of  their  being  revealed ;  being  couched  under  the  figure  of 
Satan  coming  to  him,  and  urging  temptations. 

F  4  **  defart 
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"  defart  in  a  prophetic  trance  or  vifion.  la 
♦*  this  fituation,  and  in  this  ftate,  he  re-r 
**  mained  for  forty  days,  during  all  which 
**  fpace,  he  was,  according  to  his  own  ap- 
''  prehenfion,  aflaulted  by  the  temptations 
**  of  Satan,  and  expofed  to  danger  from  the 
**  fury  of  wild  beafts  ^"  This  interpretation 
feems  to  agree  beft  not  only  with  the  language 
of  St.  Matthew,  but  with  that  of  St.  Luke 
alfo,  which  we  now  proceed  to  examine. 

This  evangelift  fays,  that  'Jefus  being  full 
of  the  Holy  Spirit,  (as  St.  Stephen  ^  alfo  is  faid 
to  be,  when  he  had  a  divine  vilion)  was  led, 
[brought  or  carried)  into  a  iinldernefi  by  (or  in) 
the  Spirit"",  that  is,  by  that  prophetic  Spirit, 
with  whofe  gifts  he  was  filled  at  his  baptifm, 

T  The  circumftance  of  his  being  with  the  wild  beafls, 
rather  confirms,  than  deftroys  the  opinion  of  his  being  in  the 
wildernefs  in  a  Hate  of  trance,  which  deprived  him  of  all 
power  of  felf-defence,  and  which  made  it  as  abfolutely 
neceflary  that  he  fhould,  during  the  continuance  of  that  ftate, 
which  lafted  forty  days,  be  miraculoufly  protedled  from  wild 
beafts,  as  that  he  fhould  be  miraculoufly  fupported  without 
food. 

^  Acls  vii.  55.  He  being  full  of  the  Holy  Ghoji,  (i.  e.  under 
it's  miraculous  energy  and  illumination)  looked  up  jiedfaflj 
into  hea-ven,  &c. 

*  '^^yi\Q  \v  7M  'Tz-t'ivfj.fjt,  he  n,vas  carried  in  or  by  the  Spirit, 
Luke  iv.  i.  This  anfwers  10  divnyj^n  v'tto  th  •S'V'.viJ.cLJ&t 
in  St.  Matthew.  Every  argument  therefore  urged  above  to 
ertabliili  the  fenfe  of  the  latter,  is  alfo  applicable  to  the 
former, 

and 
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and  in  the  power  of  ivhicb  he  returned  into 
Galilee^i  that  he  might  preach  the  Gofpel, 
and  confirm  it  by  miracles.  There  being  here 
a  manifeft  reference  to  the  extraordinary  gifts 
of  the  Holy  Spirit,  the  words,  in  or  by  the  ■ 
Spirit y  like  thofe  of  St.  Matthew  cited  above, 
muft  be  defigned  to  exprefs  his  miraculous 
agency,  or  a  prophetic  afflatus  and  illumination  : 
which  is  a  fenfe  they  often  bear  in  other 
palTages  of  Scripture.  David,  we  are  told, 
in  Spirit  %  or  by  the  Holy  Spirit  ^,  called  the 
MeiTiah  his  Lord  ;  that  is,  he  did  this  by  a 
prophetic  impulfe  of  the  Spirit.  To /peak 
myjleries  in  the  fpirit  * ;  to  pray  with  the 
Spirit ;  to  fmg  with  the  Spirit  \  is  to  fpeak, 
pray  and  fing  in  the  exercife  of  a  fpiritual 
gift,  or  under  a  miraculous  illumination  and 
influence  of  the  Spirit.  In  this  fenfe  the 
phrafe  is  ufed,  when  it  is  faid  of  Simeon, 
that  he  came  into  the  temple  by  the  Spirit^, 
He  came  there  under  the  powerful  infpira- 
tion  of  the  prophetic  Spirit,  of  which  he 
gave  proofs  by  the  teftimony  he  bore  to 
Jefus,  and  the  predidions  he  delivered  con- 
cerning him.  The  meaning  therefore  can 
not  be,  that  he  came  to  the  temple  only  by 

>»  Luke  iv.   14.  ^  'pp,  •nrvivuctli.,  Mat.  xxii.  43. 

^  'F.i'  T<y   -rsviv^eCli  7u  eiyi&',  Mark  xii.    36. 
=   I  Cor.  xiv.   2.  ^  Ver.  15, 

3  'Ey  ja  'svivyt.eClit  Luke  ii.  27. 

a  divine 
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a  divine  direBion  \  To  mention  one  inflance 
more ;  St.  Paul  went  to  Jerufalem  bound  in 
the  Spirit  \  that  is,  aflured  by  the  Spirit  of 
prophecy,  or  by  the  predidions  of  infpired 
men,  that  the  Jews  would  bind  him  there. 
For  it  is  added ",  The  Holy  Spirit  (by  the 
mouth  of  divinely  infpired  prophets)  wit- 
nejfeth  in  every  city,  faying^  that  bonds  and 
affliSlions  abide  me\  So  familiar  was  this 
language  with  the  Jews  as  exprefllve  of  in- 
fpiration,  that  a  perfon  thought  to  be  infpired 
by  a  demon,  was  defcribed  as  one  in  an 
unclean  Spirit  *".  Now  if  St.  Luke  only 
afferts,  that  Chrift  was  carried  into  a  wil- 
dernefs  by  a  fupernatural  illumination  of  the 
underftanding,  or  the  inspiration  of  the  Spirit 
of  prophecy  -,  you  can  never  infer  from  hence 
that  he  was  carried  thither  in  perfon ". 

As 

5"  See  Luke  ii.  25. 

*  7u  'tffvivfj.ctj!,  Afts  XX,  22, 

^  Adts  XX.  23. 

J  Compare  Afts  xxi.  4,  where  we  are  told,  that  feme  faid 
to  Paul  through  the  Spirit  (cTvct  rS"  'TrvivfJ-AJoQ-)  that  is,  by  the 
infpiration  of  the  Spirit  of  prophecy,  that  he  Jhould  not  go  up  to 
'Jerufalem^  if  he  tendered  his  own  liberty.  For  the  Holy 
Spirit  faid,  (by  Agabus  the  prophet)  The  Je^ws  at  Jerufalem 
ivill  hind  him,  ver.  1 1 . 

•"  'Ej'  tsviv^.a]t  (iKci^d.f\a',  Mark  v.  2.  Eflay  on  Demo- 
niacs, p.  100. 

1  Of  Simeon  it  is  faid,  he  came,   (which  exprefles  his  own 

perfonal  agency  in  coming)  into  the  temple  by  the  Spirit,     But 

of  Chrift  it  is  not  faid,  he  came  or  ijoent  into  a  wildernefs,  but 

that  he  was  brought  or  carried  thither  in  or  by  thi  Spirit ; 

-J  which 
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As  the  phrafe,  m  the  Spirit,  is  exprefiive  of 
a  prophetic  afflatus  and  illumination  in  ge-  . 
neral,  fo  it  is  applied  particularly  to  reve- 
lations received  in  the  way  g^  vifion,  or  em^ 
blematic  reprefentations  of  things  fuper- 
naturally  imprelTed  upon  the  prophet's  ima- 
gination. An  eminent  critic  °  has  obferved, 
**  that  thofe  two  different  manners  of  ex- 
**  preffion,  which  we  now  ufually  call  literal 
**  2kW^  figurative,  were  in  the  Jewifli  language 
?*  frequently  denoted  by  the  yNOvdsfiefi  and 
**  fpirit.  'The  fiefif  fays  our  Saviour,  profiteth 
*'  nothing  i  the  words  that  I  /peak  unto  y on ^ 
^'  they  are  fpirit,  and  they  are  life ''.  His 
**  meaning  is,  he  intended  not  to  be  under- 
**  flood  literally i  but  figuratively.  To  be 
*'  therefore,  or  do  any  thing  in  fpirit,  fig- 
**  nifies  being  or  doing  that  \h\ng  figuratively, 
*'  in  the  fpiritual  or  moraU  in  the  religious 
**  or  in  the  abfiraB  fenfe,  in  oppofition  to 
**  the  grofs  and  more  literal  meanine,  in 
^'  which  the  fame  words  may  at  other  times 
f*  be  underflood."     This  obfervation  is  ap- 

\yhich  merely  expreffes  a  divine  agency  upon  his  mind,  jis 
many  as  are  led  {et.yoij^',  aded)  by  the  Spirit  of  God,  they  are 
the  fens  of  God,  Rom.  viii.  14. 

«  Dr.  Clarke,  Serm.  46,    Vol,  I.   p.  286.  fol.  ed. 

P  John  vi.  63. 

plicable 
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plicable  to  many  pafTages  of  Scripture  %  and 
ferves  to  fhew  in  general,  that  the  fame 
phrafe  may  have  different  fenfes,  according 
to  the  nature  of  the  fubjed  to  which  it  is 
joined  ;  nor  is  it  foreign  from  our  prefent 
purpofe.  It  does  not,  however,  convey  the 
precife  and  full  meaning  of  the  pafTages  that 
follow,  where  hmg  in  the  Spirit,  fignifies 
being  under  the  full  influence  of  the  pro- 
phetic Spirit,  making  revelations  in  the  way 
of  vifion ;  and  domg  any  thing  in  the  Spirit 
denotes  that  thing's  being  done,  not  merely 
fpiritually  (in  oppofition  to  the  more  grofs 
and  literal  meaning,)  but  in  prophetic  fcenery 
and  reprefentation.  When  St.  John  tells  us, 
/  was  in  the  Spirit\  he  means  what  the 
ancient  prophets  do  by  this  phrafe,  that  he 
received  a  revelation  from  God,  in  the  way 
of  a  'vifion ' ;  as  clearly  appears  from  the  ac- 
count he  gives  us  of  what  he  heard  and  faw 

while 

s  It  is  very  juftly  applied  by  Dr.  Clarke  to  John  iv.  23. 
Rom.  ii.  28.  Phil.  iii.  3,  compared  with  A£l.  vii.  51. 
Perhaps  the  other  pafTages  cited  by  this  learned  writer  require 
a  different  interpretation. 

r  Rev.  i.  10, 

5  Fuit  in  Spiritu,  i.e.  \v  za^dfTe,  faciente  Spiritu  faniSlo, 
ut  ceffante  ad  tempus  fenfuum  externorum  ufu  defixus  haeferit 
in  contemplatione  illarum  rerum,  quarum  imagines  ipfius  Dei 
manu  per  duftus  fubtiliffimarum  fanguinis  partium  in  cerebro 
defcribebantur,  &  fecundum  leges  nature  ad  mentem  refere- 
3  bantur. 
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while  the  Spirit  of  prophecy  was  upon  him  *. 
When  he  repeats  the  fame  phrafe",  he  flill 
ufes  it  in  the  fame  {enk.  This  every  one 
muft  allow  who  furveys  the  context.  ^  voice 
/aid.  Come  up  hither,  and  I  will  fiew  thee 
things  which  muji  be  hereafter.  And  im?}iedi- 
ately  I  was  in  the  Spirit  :  ajtd  behold,  a  throne 
was  Jet  in  heaven*  From  a  regard,  I  prefume, 
to  this  connedion,  a  learned  and  judicious 
expofitor  *  fays,  "  This  phrafe,  I  was  in  the 
**  Spirit,  fignifies  to  be  under  a  ftrong  and 
**  fupernatural  operation  of  the  Spirit  of 
**  God,  adting  on  the  imagination  in  fuch 
**  a  manner,  as  to  open  extraordinary  fcenes, 
"  which  had  not  any  external  archetype''." 
Sometimes,  however,  in  a  prophetic  viiion, 
the  fcenes  prefented  to  the  prophet's  view 
were  real,  and  he  faw  what  was  tranfaded 
at  a  diftance.  St.  Paul  tells  the  Corinthians  % 
/  verily,  as  abfent  in  body,  but  prefent  in  fpirit. 
In  the  very  fame  ftrain  he  addreifes  the 
Coloffians  %  though  I  be  abfent  in  the  fleJJo, 
yet  am  I  with  you  in  the  fpirit,  joying  and 

bantur  :    quod  revelationis  genus,  fi  vigilantlbus  obtingat, 
Scripturse  ftylo  'uijio  dici  folet.     Vitringa  in  loc. 

*  Compare  Rev.  i.   lo,  with  Ezek.  iii.   12. 

»  Ch.  iv.  2.  ^  Doddridge  on  loc. 

y  In  the  Aflembly's  Annotations  the  fenfe  is  thus  ex- 
prefTed,  "  He  was  fpiritually  carried  up  into  heaven  in  a 
"  vifion." 

^  1  Cor.  V.  3,  »  Ch.  ii.  5. 

behold- 
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beholding  your  order.     In  both  thefe  placeSi 
the  apoftle  is  fuppofed  by  many  interpreters  ^ 
to  refer  to  an  extraordinary  revelation  of  the 
Spirit,  giving  him  a  particular  view  of  the 
circumlfances   of  the   churches  of   Corinth 
and  CololTe,   fuch  as  was  equivalent  to  the 
adual   fight  of    them  :    juft   as  Elifiia  was 
enabled  by  a  divine  itnpulfe,  to  difcern  what 
his   fervant   had    done,   when   he    ran  after 
Naaman  the  Syrian  ^  -,  and  as  Ezekiel  faw  in 
Babylon     what     was    done    in    Jerufalem  ^. 
Whether  the  vifionary  reprefentation  had  an 
external  archetype    or  not,    the  prophet  is 
fpoken  of  as  being  tranfported  to  the  place 
where  the  fcene  of  his  vifion  was.     St.  John 
tells  us,  in  language  as  appciite  as  poiTible  to 
our  prefent  purpofe,  that  an  angel  carried  hi?n 
away  in  the  Spirit  into  the  wilder nefs  ^.     New 
fcenes  were  afterwards  prefented  to  his  view, 
which  he  thus  defcribes,  He  carried  me  away 
in  the  Spirit  to  a  great  and  high  mountain,  a?id 
Jhe%ved  me  that  great  city,  the  holy  'jerufalem  \ 
St.  John   was    not  carried  (as  Dr.  Clarke  ^ 
obferves)  into  the  wildernefs,  (and  we  may 
add,   nor   to    a   high   mountain)    really  and 

b  See  Dr.  Doddridge  and  others  on  thefe  places, 
c  z  Kings  V.  26.  '^  E25ekiel,  eh.  viii.  and  xl. 

e  Rev.  xvii.  3.  *  Ch.  xxi.   10. 

5  Dr.  Clarke,  Vol.  I.  p.  2S6. 

litera/ly. 
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literally,  but  only  in  a  mjionary  reprefentatioli. 
Nor  indeed  are  there  any  who  underftand 
the  apoftle  as  fpeaking  here  of  any  other  than 
a  fpiritual  rapture.  During  the  age  of  infpi- 
ration,  the  fame  language  was  not  un- 
common, and  it  was  ufed  in  the  fenfe  here 
explained  ;  as  appears  from  the  writings  of 
Hermas,  the  fame,  as  is  commonly  fuppofed, 
that  was  cotemporary  with  the  apoftles  \ 
We  may  add,  that  the  pafTages  from  Ezekiel 
cited  above  to  illuflrate  the  language  of 
St.  Matthew;  are  equally  applicable  to  that  of 
St.  Luke*  In  a  word,  if  we  will  explain  the 
three  evangelifts  on  the  fubjedl  under  confi- 
deration,  by  the  phrafeology  of  the  OldTefta- 
ment  or  of  the  New,  then  we  mud  allow, 
that  when  they  affirm,  that  Jefus  was  brought, 
driven  or  carried  into  a  wildernefs  by  or  in 

*  Hermas,  in  his  ift  vifion,  fays,  Et  dum  ambuIafTem, 
obdormivi.  Et  Spiritus  me  rapuit  et  tulit  me  per  quendam 
locum  ad  dexteram,  per  quern  non  potuit  homo  iter  facere. 
Erat  autem  locus  ille  in  rupibus. — Cumque  tranfirem  locum 
ilium,  veni  ad  planiciem.  In  his  2d  vifion,  he  expreffes 
himfelf  as  follows  :  Rurfuraque  me  abjlulit  Spirilus,  Sc  duxit 
me  in  eundem  locum,  quo  anno  prime— Et  video  contra  me 
anum  illam,  quam  &  anno  fuperiore  videram,  ambulantem. 
Cotelerii  Patres  apoilol.  ed.  Clerici,  Vol.  I.  p.  75,  77, 
Dr.  Harwood's  Nevvlntrodudtion,  Vol.1,  p.  173. 

i  See  above,  p.  64,  &c.  That  paffage  in  particular,  Ezek. 
xxxvii.  J.  according  to  the  Septu^gint,  anfwers  exaftly  to 
the  language  of  Luke,  He  led  me  out  h  'aviv^Alit  in  the 
Spirit. 

the 
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the  Spirit,  they  muH:  mean  that  he  Xv as  corf-' 
vcyed  there  (not  perfonally  and  corporeally, 
but)  by  the  afflatus  or  infplration  of  the 
Spirit  of  God,  in  a  prophetic  vilion,  trance 
or  extacy  *". 

Let  us  now  proceed  to  examine  the  nature 
of  this  vilion,  or  the  feveral  fcenes  that  com- 

^  It  may  not  be  improper  to  obferve,  that  the  Scripture 
fometlmes  diftinguifhes  between  a  'vijion,  and  a  trance  or 
extacy.  When  St.  Peter  faw  hea-uen  opened,  and  a  p?eet  full  of 
leafs  and  fovuJs,  we  are  told,  thcit  he  fell  into  a  (ranee,  or  as 
it  is  in  the  original,  an  extacy,  iTi-TiffiV  ex  dvlov  '^iKraffie, 
Aft.  X.  10,  11,12.  The  objedls  which  the  apoftle  faw  during 
his  trance,  are  called  a  vfon.  While  Peter  doubted  in  him/elf, 
*what  this  njifion  ("tq  opfy.cf)  nuhich  he  had  feen,  fi>Duld mean, 
ch.  X.  17.  While  Peter  thought  on  thevifton,  tjh^]  tk  opduajQ  ^ 
V.  19.  He  thought  he  fa^vj  a  'vifon,  or  fcenes  divinely  repre- 
fented  to  his  mind,  ch.  xii.  g.  In  a  trance  {kv  «KCi/>t.)  I  fauj 
a  'vifion  {'opAiJ.a),  ch.  xi.  5.  St.  Paul  fays,  ch.  xxii.  17,  ig, 
J  nvas  in  a  trance,  {-v  \ii<rei<Te.,  in  an  extacy,)  and  fanu  the 
hard  faying  unto  me.  His  rapture  into  paradife,  and  what  he 
heard  there,  he  calls  a  'vifion  and  revelation  of  the  LorJ, 
2  Cor.  xii.  I.  When  the  Scripture  diftinguifhes  vifion  from 
extacy  or  trance,  it  means  by  the  former  the  fcenes  and  objecis 
placed  before  the  mind  by  God,  ox  the  fymbolicalre'velation  :  and 
by  the  latter,  the  prophetic  impulfe,  or  rather  that  preternatural 
fate  of  mind  produced  by  it,  during  which  it  perceives  only 
thofe  objefts  and  fcenes  which  are  prefented  to  it  by  a 
divine  hand,  and  without  the  inlbumentality  of  the 
bodily  organs.  Being  in  the  fpirit  (Rev.  i.  10.)  includes 
both  an  extacy,  and  a  fymbolical  revelation,  or  the  objefts 
feen.  Vifion  likewife  feems  to  be  ufed  in  the  fame  compre- 
henfive  fenfe.  Saul  has  feen  in  a  --vifion  (kv  op*//a]/)  a  man 
named  Annani as ) ,  A£l.  ix.  12.  Cornelius  faixj  in  a  -uifion  (i^ 
opa/j-ct}')  e'vidently,  an  angel  of  God  coming  in  to  him,  ch.  X.  3. 
Thefe  two  things,  vifion  and  extacy,  mutually  imply  etch 
Other  ;  and  therefore  may  fomecimes  be  ufcd  as  fynonymous. 

pofed 
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pofed  it.  St.  Matthew  affirms,  that  the 
intention  of  Chrift's  being  carried  into  a  wil- 
dernefs  in  a  prophetic  trance  or  vifion,  was, 
that  he  might  be  tempted  by  the  devil '.  St.  Luke 
fays  the  fame "" :  'Jefus  being  full  of  the  Holy 
Spirit^  was  led  or  carried  in  or  by  the  Spirit 
into  a  wildernefs^  being  (or  that  he  might  be"") 
forty  days  tempted  of  the  devil.  St.  Mark 
exprefles  himfelf  in  the  following  terms  ° : 
T^he  fpirit  driveth  him  into  a  wildernefs.  And 
he  was  there  in  that  wildernefs  (that  is,  in  the 
wildernefs  into  which  the  Spirit  drove  him, 
and  which  was  the  fcene  of  his  prophetic 
vifion)  forty  days  tempted  of  Satan.  Now  if 
the  proper  end  and  defign  of  Chrift's  pro- 
phetic vifion,  was,  as  both  St.  Matthew  and 
St.  Luke  aflert,  that  he  might  be  tempted  by 
the  devil y  then  his  temptation  by  the  devil 
was  a  vifionary  reprefentation,  the  operation 
and  efFed:  of  that  prophetic  afflatus  he  was 
now  under.  His  temptation  could  not  have 
been  fpoken  of  as  the  intention  of  his  vifion, 
if  it  had  not  itfelf  been  fuch.  Befides,  if 
his  temptation  was  the  defign  of  his  vifion, 
the  former  muft  have   befallen  him  during 

'  Ch.  iv,    1.  m  Ch.  iv.   I,  2. 

"  Compare  Rev.  xx.  2.  where  Ugwuit  eum,  Is  thought  by 
fome  to  denote  ut  effet  ligatus. 
•  Ch,  i.   12,   13. 

G  the 
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the  continuance  of  the  latter  ;  or  in  other 
words,  he  was  tempted  by  the  devil  while 
he  was  under  the  miraculous  illumination  of 
the  Spirit  of  God,  making  new  revelations 
to  him,  and  exhibiting  extraordinary  fcenes 
before  him.  This  is  exprefly  afferted  by 
St.  Mark,  and  clearly  and  neceflarily  implied 
in  the  language  of  St.  Matthew  and  St.  Luke. 
From  hence  it  follows,  that  his  temptation 
by  the  devil  ;  all  the  parts  of  it,  as  well  the 
feveral  propofals  Vi^hich  the  devil  made  to 
Chrill,  as  the  different  fcenes  and  objeds  he 
prefented  to  him,  and  his  carrying  him  to 
the  fummit  of  the  Jewilli  temple,  and  from 
thence  to  a  high  mountain ''j    all  the  parts 

of 

p  With  regard  to  the  taking  Chrift  from  the  wildernefs  to 
the  Jewifh  temple,  and  from  thence  to  a  diftant  mountain, 
there  is  fome  peculiar  evidence  that  this  is  not  to  be  under- 
ftood  of  a  real  and  corporeal  tranllation  of  Chrift  from  the 
wildernefs  to  thefe  diiferent  places,  but  of  fuch  as  was 
fpiritual  and  mental  only.  For  it  appears  from  the  hillory, 
that  Chrift  was  in  the  wildernefs  bordering  on  Jordan  when 
the  temptation  ended,  as  well  as  when  it  began,  purfuing 
his  journey  into  Galilee  *.  If  he  really  left  the  wildernefs, 
and  travelled  firft  to  Jerufalem,  and  from  thence  to  a  high 
mountain  ;  how  come  we  to  find  him  at  the  conclufion  of  his 
temptations,  at  the  very  place  where  they  began  ?  Is  it  not 
natural  to  conclude  from  this  circumftance,  that  his  removal 
from  place  to  place  was  merely  by  vifionary  reprefentation  ? 
Nor  did  the  time  allow  of  his  going  to  ihefe  difterent  places 

in 

*  The  //evil  departed  from  him  for  a  feafcn.  And  fefus  re- 
tumid  in  the  ponver  of  the  Spirit  into  Galilee.  Luke  iv.  13,  14. 
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of  this  tranfadion  were  merely  ideal  and 
vifionary.  They  were  the  fubjecft  matter  of 
Chrift's  vifion,  or  of  that  fymbolical  and 
emblematical  revelation  which  was  now 
made  to  ChriO:  by  the  Spirit.  Never  would 
interpreters  have  confirucd  that  as  a  hiftory 
of  outward  occurrences,  which  was  mani- 
fcMy  intended  as  a  defcription  of  a  v'^on  ; 
had  they  confiderf!d,  that  by  Chrifl's  being 
brought  into  a  wildernefs  m  or  l^y  the  Spirit^ 
we    are   to   underftand   his   being  conveyed 

in  any  other  manner.  For  though  the  whole  time  of  Chrifl's 
continuing  in  the  wildernefs  expofed  to  temptation,  was  forty 
days,  as  St.  Mark  affirms  f  \  yet  thofe  particular  tempta- 
tions fpecified  by  St.  Matthew  and  St.  Luke,  did  not  begin 
till  he  had  been  tempted  forty  days,  as  both  thefc  evangelilb 
inform  us  t-  Thofe  temptations  muft  therefore  have  been 
propofed  to  Chrift,  not  after  the  forty  days  were  expired, 
and  at  three  different  times,  as  fome,  without  any  manner  of 
reafon,  have  fuppofed  ;  but  after  the  commencement  of  the 
fortieth  day,  and  yet  before  the  expiration  of  it.  But  in  io 
Ihort  a  time,  how  was  it  poffible,  that  Chrilt  ihould  hold 
a  converfation  with  the  devil ;  firft  in  the  wildernefs  of 
Jordan,  next  upon  the  top  of  the  temple  of  Jerufalem,  and  at 
laft  upon  a  high  mountain,  and  after  travelling  to  fuch 
diftant  places,  return  again  to  that  from  which  he  fet  out  at 
firft? 

f  He  'was  th:re  in  the  ^wildernefs  forty  days  tempted  of  Satan, 
Mark  i.   13. 

X  When  he  had  fajied  forty  days,  and  forty  nights,  he  nxjas 
afterguards  an  hungred.  And  nxhen  the  tempter  came  unto  him,  &c. 
Mat.  iv.  2,  3.  Being  forty  days  tempted  tf  the  de-vil.  And 
luhen  they  ii-ere  ended,  he  after-jjards  hungred.  And  the  de-vil 
f aid  unto  bim,  Sec.  Luke  iv.  2,  3. 

G  2  there 
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there  by  prophetic  infpiration,  and  by  that 
particular  mode  of  infpiration,  which  was 
by  vifion,  as  dillinct  from  every  other  fpecies 
of  revelation.  For  if  he  was  carried  into 
the  wildernefs  in  vi(ion,  that  he  might  be 
tempted  of  the  devil ;  and  was  fo  tempted, 
during  his  vifion  j  then  every  thing  that 
occurs  concerning  his  temptation  by  the 
devil,  was  a  vifionary  reprefentation  ''.  The 
meaning  of  the  evangelifts  is  plainly  this  : 
"  Jefus  was  brought  into  a  wildernefs  by  a 
"  fupernatural  operation  of  the  Spirit,  in 
"  vifion ;  which  (in  part,  at  leaft)  confifted 
*'  in  a  feeming  appearance  of  the  devil  to 
*'  him,  carrying  him  to  different  places,  and 
"  urging  various  temptations  :  and  the 
*'  making  this  reprefentation  to  the  mind 
"  of  Chrift,  was  the  fpecial  end  of  his  pro- 
'*  phetic  vifion."  It  would  not  therefore 
be  more  unreafonable  to  conftrue  the  pro- 
phetic vifions  of  Ezekiel  and  St.  John  re- 
ferred to  above,  as  relations  of  ii  feries  of  out- 
ward occurrences ;  than  it  is  to  put  the  like 
conftrudion     upon    this    vifion    of   Chrift  ; 

q  Were  we  even  to  allow,  that  Chrifl:  was  brought  into  a 
wildernefs  perfonaily  and  corporeally  (and  not  mentally 
only;)  yet  on  this  fuppofition,  what  is  called  his  temptation 
by  the  devil,  was  a  divine  vifion  or  revelation,  the  eiFefl  of 
that  prophetic  afflatus  he  was  now  under,  and  it's  declared 
intention. 

fince 
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{mcc  both  are  introduced  in  the  fame  manner, 
that  is,  with  exprefs  declarations  to  the 
contrary. 

But  if  Chrift's  temptation  was  only  a  vifio- 
nary  reprefentation  -,  fome  may  be  ready  to 
objedt ;  *'  Why  is  it  laid,  that  he  was  led 
**  into  the  wildernefs  to  he  tempted  of  the 
*'  devil?  And  why  is  the  devil  delcribcd 
**  as  coming  to  him,  and  tempting  him  ac- 
**  cordingly,  and  taking  him  from  one  place 
**  to  another  ;  jufh  in  the  fame  manner  as 
**  if  he  had  been  really  prefent,  and  actually 
**  done  thefe  things  ?  Whether  this  tranf- 
**  ad:ion  pafTed  in  vifion  or  not,  the  reality 
**  of  Satan's  agency  is  ftill  the  fame,  on 
**  either  fuppofition.  His  agency  is  clearly 
"  and  ftrongly  alTerted  j  which  can  never 
*'  be  reconciled  with  the  opinion  here  main- 
**  tained,  that  the  whole  tranfadion  was 
*'  entirely  a  divine  viiion." 

The  anfwer  to  thefe  objed:ions  may  be 
gathered,  from  what  was  faid  above  con- 
cerning the  nature  of  prophetic  vifions,  and 
the  manner  in  which  they  are  related  in 
Scripture.  In  a  vifion,  the  images  of  things 
appear,  not  the  objeBs  tbemjehes :  and  there- 
fore the  devil  was  not  really  and  perfonally 
prefent  with  Chrift,  but  only  in  mental  re- 
prefentation  -,  and  confequently  could  adl  no 

G   3  part 
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part  in  this  whole  tranfadion.  If  what  is 
here  faid  concerning  his  preience  and  agency 
be  a  reality,  and  not  a  mental  exhibition, 
this  was  no  vifion.  But  thoujjh  there  was 
no  real  prefence  or  agency  of  Satan  upon  this 
occafion  ;  yet  was  his  image  now  placed 
before  the  imagination  of  Chrift,  and  he 
feemcd  to  him  to  fay  and  do  all  that  is 
afcribed  to  him  in  the  hiftory  :  which  was, 
m  effeBy  the  fame  thing  with  regard  to  Chrifl:, 
as  if  this  had  been  the  very  cafe,  and  the 
devil  had  appeared  and  tempted  him  in 
perfon,  and  tranflated  him  from  place  to 
place  by  his  proper  agency.  It  is  for  this 
rcafon,  that  the  hiftory  affirms,  that  the 
devil  did  all  thefe  things.  In  all  vifions, 
(as  in  all  dreams,  which  may  be  conlidered 
as  natural  vifions,)  the  images  pafs  for  the 
objeds  they  reprefent,  make  the  fame  im- 
preffion,  and  anfwer  the  fame  end  with  them  ; 
and  in  correfpondence  to  thefe  inward  views 
and  apprehenfions  of  the  prophet,  is  the 
narrative  of  his  vifions  always  framed.  He 
takes  them  for  fads,  and  they  are  related  as 
fuch  'y  as  we  have  fliewn  in  a  great  variety 
of  inftances'.  The  evangeliflsj  therefore, 
in    afcribing    the    temptation    to   the    devil, 

■'  See  above,  p.  34— 37-  and  p.  64,  &c.  and  below,  p.  98, 

have 
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have  ufed  no  other  language,  than  what  it 
was  to  be  expeded  they  would  ufe,  no  other 
than  what  was  common  on  all  fuch  occa- 
fions.  Having  told  us,  that  Chrift  was  car- 
ried into  a  wildernefs  in  a  prophetic  viiion, 
they  then  explain  the  vilionary  reprefenta- 
tion,  which  was,  his  being  tempted  by  the  devil, 
who  accordingly  is  fciid  to  come  to  him,  to 
remove  him  from  one  place  to  another,  and 
to  propofe  to  him  different  temptations. 
Nothing  more,  as  we  have  already  Hiewn, 
could  l3e  intended  by  this  language,  than  to 
fpecify  and  defcribe  the  nature  of  Chrift's 
prophetic  vifion,  which  confided  of  a  repre- 
fentation  of  Satan  as  apoearinp-  and  ading  in 
the  manner  ftated  in  the  hiilory.  Chrift's 
being  affaulted  by  Satan  in  this  manner,  was 
the  fceneryy  or  appearance  of  things,  which 
was  placed  before  his  mind  by  a  divine  hand  ; 
and  could  not  therefore  be  an  outward  tranf- 
adion,  though,  agreeably  to  the  ftyle  of 
Scripture,  it  is  related  as  fuch. 

Some  have  thought,  that  if  the  entire 
fcenery  or  viiion  v/as  divine,  the  evangelift 
would  have  faid,  that  the  Spirit  took  or  car- 
ried Jefus  to  Jerufalem,  and  that  the  Spirit 
tranflated  him  from  thence  to  an  high 
mountain  j  and  not  that  the  devil  did  thefe 
things.      This  objection   is  owing  to  their 

G  4  not 


[     88     ] 

not  didinguifhing  between  the  author  of  this 
vlfion,  and  the  fcenes  that  compofed  it.  The 
hiilory,  which  exprelly  refers  the  vifion  to 
God's  Spirit,  defcribes  the  fcenes  juft  fuch  as 
they  were  prefented  to  Chrift  -,  and  could  not 
properly  do  otherwife.  It  was  neceflary 
therefore  that  the  hiftory  of  them  fliould 
recite  the  apparent  agency  of  Satan,  in  order 
to  it's  correfponding  to  the  views  and  nppre- 
henfions  of  Chrift,  and  truly  reprefeuting  the. 
fcenes  of  his  vifion. 

The  evangelifts  Matthew  and  Luke  clofe 
their  account  of  thefe  fcenes,  which  were 
reprefentations  of  the  devil's  temptations,  by 
faying  the  devil  departed  from  Chriji\  But 
nothing  more  can  be  underflood  hereby, 
than  that  the  image  of  the  devil  now  difap- 
peared,  or  that  the  vifion  which  he  had  feen 
ijoent  up  from  him\  Such  language  as  this 
can  not  be  miftaken,  by  thofe  who  re- 
member, that  images  impreffed,  and  adions 
performed  upon  a  prophet's  imagination,  are 
always  related  in  the  fame  manner,  as  if 
they  had  been  real  objects  and  outward 
tranfadions ;  and  that  the  temptation  of 
Chrift  is  declared  by  all  the  evangelifts,  to  be 
a  prophetic  trance  and  revelation  ". 

This 

«  Mat.  iv,   II.     Luke  iv.   13.  t  Kzek.  xi.  24. 

H  St.  Luke  (ch.  iv.    13.)  fays,   The  devil  departed  from 
S^\i\\^  for  a  feafon  •■,   which,    if  Aridlly  undcrllood,  feeras  to 

5  ^"^p'y 
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This  palTage  of  Scripture  then   is   to  be 
underftood  as  a   hiiiory,    not  of  an  outward 

imply,  both  that  the  devil  was  perfonally  prefent  with  Chrift 
before  his  departure  from  hiin  for  a  feafon  5  and  that  after  a 
feafon   he  returned  to  him  again  in  perfon.     But  that  the 
devjl    was    not   perfonally  prefent  with  Chrift  at  this  time, 
when   it  is  f  id  he  departed  fiom  him  for  a  feafon,   has  been 
fhewn    alrfeady.     And    thofe   who  fay  he  was  now  perfonally 
prefent  with  him,   do  not  allow  that  he  was  fo  at  any  fubfe- 
quent  period,  or  that  the  devil  ever  alfaulted  Chrift  in  the 
fame   manner,  they    fuppofe    he   did    at   this    time.     On  the 
contrary,  they  maintain  that  Satan,  finding  himfelf  unable 
to  prevail  againft  Chrift  by  his  own  perional  afiaijlt,   ftirred 
up  Judas  to  betray,  and  the  Jevvifti  rulers  to  perfecute  him. 
See  John  xiv.  30.    ch.  xiii.   2.      Luke  xxii.   3,   53.     Now  if 
the  paffage  before  us  refers,  as  the  advocates  of  the  common 
interpretation  maintain  it  does,  to  thofe  perfecutions  which 
C+irift   fuffered  from  his  enemies  at  the  clofe  of  his  miniftry  j 
this  does  not  anfwer  the  account  given  of  it  above,  as  import- 
ing the  perfonal  reiurn  and  appearance  of  the  devil  to  Chrift  ; 
jind  confequently  if  it  contains  an  objeclion  againft  our  hypo- 
thefis,   that   objeclion   holds  againft  their  own.     Againft  the 
former  it  has  no  force.     For  the  temptations  of  the  devil  in 
this  vifion,  being  (as  will  be  ftiewn  in  the  fequel)  prediflions 
and  preHgurations  of  thofe  trials  which  Chrift  was  afterwards 
to  undergo  in   the  courfe  of  his  miniftry  ;  it  was  natural  to 
clofe  the  hiftory  of  t!ie  former  by  taking  notice  of  the  rela- 
ticn  they  bore  to  the  latter.     Whether  by  thofe  words  which 
we  render  for  a  feafon^  St.  Luke  defigned  to  intimate,   that 
after  that  feafon  Chriil  was  to  be  adlaaily  affaulted  by  thofe 
temptations  which  were  now  foretold;  or  whether  they  ought 
to  be  rendered  until  the  feafon,  (^'/F'  -  -  /c^)  and  refer  to  the 
feafon  itfelf  appointed  for  the  accompliftiment  of  thefe  pre- 
dictions :    on  either  fuppofition,  it  was  Sc.  Luke's  intention 
to  inform   us,   that  thofe   fevere  trials  v/hich  were  predidled 
and  prefigu.-cd  by  the  temptations  of  the  devil,  in  the  fcenes 
o'i  this  vifion,   did  accordingly  overtake  Chrift  in  the  courfe 
pf  his  fucceeding  miniftry. 

tranf- 
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tranfadlon,  but  of  the  fcenes  and  reprefenta  • 
tions  of  a  vifion.  As  fuch  the  writers  of  the 
gofpel  exprefsly  reprefent  it,  without  leaving 
us  (as  the  facred  penmen  have  been  thought 
to  do  in  other  inflances)  to  colled  it  from 
the  nature  and  circumftances  of  the  relation. 
They  likewife  reprefent  this  vifion,  not  as 
diabolical,  but  divine;  afcribing  it  to  the 
Spirit  of  God.  So  that  to  all  the  other  ar- 
guments urged  above,  we  m?.y  add  (what  we 
before  promifed  to  produce)  the  authority  of 
the  evangelirts,  and  the  exprefs  letter  of  the 
text,  in  confutation  of  thofe,  who  mifconftrue 
Chrift's  temptation,  either  as  an  outward 
tranfa<ftion,    or    as    an    illufion    of   Satan  ". 

Nor 

^  Should  it  be  objefled,  that  by  afTerting  the  vifionarj 
nature  of  Chrift's  temptation,  while  we  allow  the  reality  of 
his  forty  days  faft,  and  fubfequent  hunger,  the  hiflory  appears 
a  confufed  mixture  of  fads  and  vilions  :  I  anAver,  that  there 
are  certain  rules  by  which  faCis  and  vifions  may  (very  gene- 
rally at  leaft)  be  dillinguifhed  from  each  other  ;  which  were 
laid  down  above,  p.  57.  If  the  hillorian  makes  no  parti- 
cular and  exprefs  declaration,  that  what  he  relates  as  matter 
of  faft,  is  only  a  vifion  ;  we  are  to  be  determined  by  the 
nature  and  fcope  of  the  relation.  But  in  the  prefent  cafe, 
the  language  of  the  facicd  penmen  guards  us  from  millake. 
By  telling  us  that  Chrili  was  carried  into  a  wilderncfs  by  a 
miraculous  operation  of  the  Spirit  in  'vijton,  to  be  tempted  of 
the  devil ;  they  lead  us  to  conceive  of  every  part  of  the  temp- 
tation as  vifionary.  But  this  declaration  does  not  afFeft  any 
other  branch  of  the  hiftory  ;  which  ought  therefore  to  be 
literally  underftood,   as  the  nature  and  intention  of  the  fadls 

themfelves  manifeftly  require. 

It 
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Nor  are  the  evangelifis  at  all  anfwerable  for 
thofe  mifconilrudticns  which  have  been  put. 
upon  it. 

But 

It  is  further  urged,  **  that  it  is  unnatural  to  fuppofe, 
"  Chrift  was  carried  into  a  wiidernefs  fpiritually  in  order 
"  to  his  having  a  vifionary  reprefentation  of  the  devil's 
•*  temptations  ;  inafmuch  as  there  intervened  the  fpace  of 
*'  forty  days,  between  his  fuppofed  fpiritual  rapture  into  a 
"  wiidernefs  aid  thofe  temptations  :  in  which  intervening 
*«  fpace  oi  time  Chrifl's  faft  and  hunger,  which  we  allow  to 
•'  be  reai  occurrerices,  took  place."  But  though  there  was 
indeed  the  fpace  of  forty  days  between  Chrifl's  hc'inv  cairied 
into  a  defart  in  vifion,  and  thofe  particular  temptations 
which  are  recorded  by  St.  Matthew  and  St.  Luke,  (probably 
becaufe  they  referred  to  Chrill's  publick  minijiry,  wiiile  they 
omitted  others  of  a  more  perlonal  and  private  nature  ;  yet  we 
are  exprefly  told  by  St.  Mark  (ch.  i.  13.)  1  hat  he  'vjas  there 
in  the  vjik!er??efs  (that  wiidernefs  into  which  the  Spirit  droHje 
him,  in  a  fiate  of  trance  or  extacy.  See  above,  p.  69,  70, 
71,  72.)  Jorty  days  tempted  of  the  de-vil.  And  fince  we 
have  proved,  that  by  his  being  tempted  by  the  devil,  we  are 
to  underhand  his  having  a  reprefentation  of  the  devil  as 
coming  to  him,  and  propofing  temptations ;  he  mufl  have 
been  during  the  entire  fpace  of  forty  days  under  the  power  of 
a  divine  vifion.  The  other  circumllances  of  the  hillory,  in- 
ftead  of  deftroying,  confirm  this  opinion.  His  being  fup- 
ported  forty  days  v.-ithout  food,  and  without  feeling  the  fenfa- 
tion  of  hunger,  was  itfelf  a  perpetual  miracle  wrought  upon 
his  body,  and  one  very  proper  to  preferve  his  mind  in  the 
moll  fit  Rate  for  receiving  fupernatural  communications  from 
God.  Tov.'ards  the  clofe  of  the  fortieth  day,  the  divine 
power  was  fupfended,  and  Chrift  was  permitted  to  feel  the 
fenfation  of  hunger,  in  order  to  prepare  the  way  to  the  lirft 
temptation,  (juft  as  Peter  became  ijery  hungry  before  his  vifion 
of  the  fneet  containing  ail  manner  of  animals,  Al^s  x.  10;) 
and  to  give  him  a  jniler  fenfe  of  what  was  afterwards  to  befal 
him.  And  lailiy,  Chrifl's  miraculous  protection  through  the 
5  whole 
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But  rome,  perhaps,  may  fllll  imagine,  that 
this  date  of  the  cafe,  while  it  folves  iome  diffi- 
culties, raifes  others  ;  fince  it  may  feem  hard 
to  conceive,  that  a  divine  hand  fhould  prefent 
fuch  fcenes  as  thefe  before  the  mind  of  Chrift, 
or  what  purpofes  worthy  the  wifdom  of  God 
could  be  thereby  anfwered.    This  brings  us, 

SECTION     IV. 

TO  examine  the  proper  intention  of  this 
prophetic  vihon.  Here  I  will  endea- 
vour to  (hew,  that  the  feveral  fcenes  which  it 
contains,  though  prefented  to  Chrifl:  in  the 
form,  and  capable  of  anfwering  the  end,  of  a 
prefent  trial ;  were  diredly  intended  as  a 
fymbolical  predldion  and  repreientation  of 
the  iuture  difficulties  of  his  office  and  mi- 
niftry.  But  what  occurs  in  this  and  the 
former  fedion,  I  offer  with  a  jufl  diffidence  ; 
and  having  no  guide  to  follow,  it  behoves  me 
to  proceed  with  caution,  and  to  prepare  the 

whole  fpace  of  forty  days,  from  the  commencement  to  the 
conclufion  of  his  vifion,  during  which  he  could  be  in  no 
capacity  of  defending  himfclf,  (as  was  obferved  above,  p.  72,) 
agrees  better  with  our  hypothefis,  than  with  any  other.  Now 
if  Chrill's  vifion  commenced  at  the  time  of  his  being  carried 
into  a  wildernefs  in  the  Spirit,  and  continued  through 
the  entire  fpace  of  forty  days,  till  it  was  clofed  with  thofe 
reprefentations  of  Satan  defcribed  by  St.  Matthew  and  St. 
Luke  ;  the  objedtion  under  confideration  falls  to  the  ground. 

way 
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way  for  the  proof  of  what  is  advanced,  by 
premifing  a  few  general  obfervatlons. 

I .)  It  may  be  obferved,  that  Chrifl  was  h*- 
able  to  temptations.  This  is  plainly  implied 
in  that  declaration  of  Chrift  to  his  difciples, 
Te  are  they  which  have  continued  with  me  in  my 
temptations^  'i  and  exprefsly  alTerted  in  the 
epiftle  to  the  Hebrews,  He  Jmifclf  hath 
fuffered,  being  tempted^,  \n  terms  of  yet 
larger  import  it  is  faid,  He  was  in  all  points 
te?npted  like  as  we  are,  yet  without  fm  \  There 
is  in  thefe  feveral  pajTages  a  very  peculiar 
reference  to  the  outward  fufferings  and  per- 
fecutions  which  he  underwent ".  But  thefe 
were  not  the  only  trials  to  which  he  was 
expofed.  The  moft  innocent  affedions,  the 
delire  of  efleem,  the  dread  of  poverty  or 
reproach,  refentment  againft  injury  or  wick- 
ednefs,  and  other  paffions  belonging  to  our 
original  frame,  whenever  they  interfere  with 
the  conviction  of  duty,  cannot  but  ferve  for 
our  trial,  whether  we  will  be  governed  by 
them  or  by  confclence.  And  therefore  amongft 
innumerable  other  triumphs  of  the  Re- 
deemer's virtue,  we  read,  that  he  did  not  feek 
his  own  glory  %   that  he  became  poor  ^  Jor  our 

y  Luke  xxii.  28.  ^  Heb.  ii.    18. 

a  Heb.  iv.  15.  ■=  See  above,  feci.  i.  p.  i?. 

=  John  vii.  14.  <*  2  Cor.  viii.  9. 

fakes. 
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fakeSi  that  he  tempered  his  anger  with  com- 
paffion  %  endured  the  Jha?ne^  as  well  as 
torture  of  the  crofs,  and  reftraincd  his  own 
inclinations  out  of  regard  to  the  benefit  of 
others  -,  for  he  pleajed  not  htm/elf^.  In  a  word, 
there  is  no  paffion,  if  it  be  not  kept  under 
difcipline,  which  may  not  hold  us  back  from 
our  duty,  or  lead  us  into  fin.  The  iirfl: 
Ada?n,  though  he  came  out  of  the  hands  of 
his  Maker  in  a  ftate  of  innocence,  was  liable 
to  temptations  y  and  he  fell  by  them  :  the 
fecond  Adam  was  as  liable  to  them  as  the 
iirft,  though  he  overcame  them.  This  ob- 
fervation,  (which  is  not  always  carried  to  it's 
juft  extent,)  is  very  neceflary  to  the  right 
underflanding  of  this  paiTage,  whether  it  de- 
fcribes  a  prefent  or  foretels  a  future  trial.  It 
may  likewife  ferve  to  illuftrate  many  other 
paffages  of  Scripture,  and  to  fet  the  chara(5ter 
of  our  Redeemer  in  a  juft  point  of  light ;  for 
his  merit  rifes  in  proportion  to  the  number 
and  ftrength  of  thofe  temptations  which  he 
overcame.     We  may  obferve  farther, 

^  Mark  iii.  5.  And  n.vhen  he  had  looked  round  about  on  them 
luith  anger,  <TvKK'j7roi[A'.io<:  at  the  fame  time  griewng  for  the 
hardnefs  cf  their  hearts.  He  was  at  once  touched  both  with 
difpleafure  and  compaffion  at  the  malice  and  obilinacy  of  the 
Pharifees. 

^  Heb%  xii,  2,  e  Rom,  xv,  3. 

2,)  The 
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2.)  That  It  is  poliible,  this  vifion  might 
contain  a  prefent  trial  \  The  two  mofl  com- 
mon ways,  in  which  God  revealed  him- 
felf  to  the  prophet?,  w^ere  viiions  and 
dreams  *.  In  both  thefe,  the  divine  will 
was  generally  communicated  by  emblematical 
images  and  appearances'';  and  therefore  they 
are  oppofed  to  a  direcft  and  plain  revelation, 
in  which  there  was  no  enigmatical  or  para- 
bolical reprefentation  '.  But  there  was  this 
difference  between  viiions  and  dreams  :  in  a 
dream,  the  infpired  perfon  was  afleep,  all  his 
external  fenfes  were  bound  up,  and  the  ordi- 
nary operation  of  his  reafon  fufpended  -,  but 
in  a  vifion,  he  was  awake,  and  had  the 
regular  exercife  of  his  underftanding  and 
judgment".     This  kind  of  infpiration  was 

called 

••  How  far,  and  In  what  fenfe,  this  vifion  might  be  a  pre- 
fent trial,  is  fhewn  in  the  Appendix,  N''.  V. 

'  Numb.  xii.  6.     Joelii.  28. 

^  Dan.  viii.  i  — 10,  15.    Gen.  xxviii.  12.  ch.  xl.  g 11, 

16,  17.  ch.  xli.  I — 7.  Hof.  xii.  10.  Vifions  and  dreams  feetn 
fometimes  to  have  fucceeded  one  another,  Gen.  xv.  i,  jz. 
Dan.  vii.  i,  2.  ch.  viii.  16— —18. 

'  Numb.  xii.  6 8. 

•"  It  has,  indeed,  been  generally  faid,  that  in  vifions  as 
well  as  in  dreams,  the  external  fenfes  were  laid  afleep  ;  but  as 
this  is  faid  without  evidence,  fo  it  dellroys  the  diftindlion  be- 
tween thefe  two  different  methods  of  revelation.  In  a  vifion, 
I  grant,  the  mind  of  the  prophet  was  fo  ingroffed  by  ihe 
flriking  fcenes  that  were  prefented  to,  it,  as  to  render  him 
quite  regardlefs  of  the  external  objeiSls  around  him  ;    but 

inafmuch 
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called  vifion  or  fight ",  probably  not  from  any 
ufe  made  of  the  bodily  fight,  but  on  account 
of  the  analogy  between  thefe  two  methods 
of  information  ;  vifion  exciting  images 
within  us,  or  enabling  the  mind  to  perceive 
objects,  no  lefs  than  the  corporeal  faculty  of 
feeing.  For  this  reafon  prophets  are  often 
called ye-tTj-".  And  though  the  reprefentations 
of  a  vifion  are  only  as  the  images  of  things 
in  a  glafs,  in  which  we  do  not  behold  the 
things  themfelves  ;  yet  vifion  gives  as  clear 
a  view  of  what  it  reprefents,  as  if  it  was  the 
very  thing  itfelf,  and  the  notice  of  it  was 
conveyed  by  the  fenfcs.  What  is  imaginary, 
no  way  differs  in  appearance  from  that  which 
is  real,  and  has  the  fame  effed:  upon  the 
prophet ;  who  does  not  at  the  time  difiiin- 
auifli  between  the  images  of  a  vifion,   and 

jnafmuch  as  lie  was  awake,  the  "ordinary  exercife  of  his  under- 
Handing  could  not  be  fufpended,  as  it  is  when  the  external 
fenfes  are  afleep.  See  Numb.  xxiv.  2 — 4,  16.  The  fenfes 
indeed  were  not  ufed  in  a  vifion  ;  but  if  they  were  in 
any  meafure  bound  up  in  it  by  a  fupernatural  agency,  this 
could  only  be  done,  in  order  to  prevent  the  mind  from  being 
diverted  by  outward  obje(Ss  and  occafions,  and  to  engage  it's 
attention  more  clofely  to  thofe  miraculous  fcenes  which  were 
fpread  before  it. 

n  1  here  fpealc  of  vifion,  as  diftinguilhed  from  every  other 
fpecies  of  revelation,  not  as  it  denotes  prophecy  or  infpiration 
in  general,  or  any  extraordinary  difcovery  of  the  mind  of 
God.     If.  i.  I.   2  Sam.  vii.  4- ^17.    Prov.  xxix.  18. 

*■   1  Sam.  ix.  9.  ' 

outward 
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outward  obje6ls  ^.  If  the  mind  be  pa/live^ 
as  no  doubt  it  is,  in  receiving  thefe  images, 
and  cannot  but  judge  according  to  ap- 
pearances ;  let  it  be  remembered,  that  juft 
thus  it  is  with  regard  to  the  impre^ion  made 
by  external  objeds  themielves,  and  the  ideas 
they  raife  in  the  mind  j  the  will  having  no 
more  power  to  controul  our  inward  views 
and  apprehenfions>  in  this  latter  cafe,  than 
in  the  former.  And  as  in  both  cafes,  the 
mind  is  alike  paffive  in  receiving  imprefiions ; 
fo  in  all  other  refpects,  it  may  enjoy  an  equal 
liberty  in  both.  Whether  the  notice  of 
things  is  conveyed  to  it,  by  the  infiruir.en- 
tality  of  the  fenfes,  or  by  a  miraculous 
agency  ;  it  may  experience  the  fame  difpofi- 
tions  and  fentiments  with  reo:ard  to  tlie  thinps 
themfelves.  It  may  be  as  cnpalie  of  a  rational 
determination  and  choice,  with  refpedt  to  the 

p  See  Jibove,  Seft  i.  p  56,  note''.  In  confirmation  of 
what  is  there  argued  at  large  in  proof  of  this  point,  I  add  ; 
that  when  Saul  had  a  'vijion  of  Ananias  coming  in,  and  putting 
his  hand  on  him,  that  he  might  receive  his  fght,  Acls  ix.  12; 
this  was  an  exaft  reprefentation  of  what  v/2s  afterwards 
aftually  done.  And  Saul,  though  now /^//W,  faw  Anafiias  zs 
clearly  in  reprefentation  or  viiion,  as  he  did  when  he  appeared 
to  him  vifibly,  upon  the  recovery  of  his  fight.  Tliis  is  one 
proof,  amongfl:  many  others,  diat  the  miraculous  fcenes  of 
a  vifion  were  not  (always,  if  ever)  placed  before  the  bodily 
eye,  but  were  difcerned  by  the  mind,  v.'ithout  the  afiiftance  of 
the  corporeal  organ. 

II  re  pre* 


[    98    ] 

rcpreientatlons  of  a  vifion,  as  with  rerpe(ft  to 
the  objcds  of  fenfe.  And  confequently,  the 
one  may  ferve  for  the  trial,  difplay  and  im- 
provement of  virtue,  no  lefs  than  the  other. 

This  accaunt  of  the  nature  of  prophetic  vi- 
fions,  is  confirmed  by  the  behaviour  of  thofe 
who  have  been  favoured  with  them.  During 
the  fupernatural  illumination  of  their  under- 
standings, they  were  free  from  that  extatic  dif- 
order  and  confufion  of  mind,  as  well  as  from 
thofe  convulfive  agitations  of  body,  with 
which  the  pretences  to  prophecy  and  divina- 
tion amongO:  the  Pagans  were  attended.  As 
their  reafon  was  not  difturbed,  fo  their 
paffions  worked  in  a  natural  way ;  and  were 
affedled  by  the  fcenes  of  a  viiion,  juft  as  they 
would  have  been  by  outward  objeds  of  a 
fimilar  nature  prefented  to  their  fenfes  '^, 
They  argued  and  a<5led  with  as  much  freedom, 
force  and  propriety,  as  they  could  have  done 
at  any  other  time.  Thus ''  when  l/je  worJ  of 
the  Lord  came  unto  Abraham  in  a  vijion^  fay- 
Ing,  I  am  thy  Jhield,  and  thy  exceeding  great 
reward  'y  Abraham  very  rationally  rcprefented 
to  God,  how  little  the  greateH:  riches  would 
avail  him,  if  he  mud  at  lafl  leave  them  to 

<3  See  Gen.  xv.  12,  13.  ch.  xvti.  17.  Ifi.  xxi.  3,  4. 
Jer.xxiii.  9.  Dan.  x.  11,12, 16, 17.  A(fts  xviii.  9.  ch  xxiii.  1 1, 
jind  compare  Exod.  iii.  %„    Dan.  v.  5.    Ails  xxvi.  19. 

^  Gen.  XV.   1 — 6. 

tha 
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the  inheritance  of  a  fervant.  And  when 
God  promifed  him,  that  a  fojt  of  his  own 
body  lliould  become  his  heir,  and  brought 
him  forth  abroad,  and  f aid.  Look  now  toward 
heaven,  and  tell  the  Jlars ',  if  thou  be  able  to 
number  them  ;  adding,  fo  fiall  thy  feed  be  ; 
Abraham  believed  in  the  Lord,  upon  due  con- 
fideration  of  the  omnipotence  and  truth  of 
God,  who  counted  it  to  him  for  right eoifnefs, 
while  he  was  yet  under  the  vifion.  In  hke 
manner,  when  St.  Peter '  had  a  vifionary 
reprefentation  of  a  large  fheet,  let  down,  as 
it  were  from  heaven,  full  of  abundance  of 
animals,  clean  and  unclean,  ail:  mixed  to- 
gether; and  was  bid  to  take  his  choice,  and 
fatisfy  his  hunger;  he  ftartles  at  the  propofal, 
and  remonftrates  juft  as  he  would  have  done, 
had  it  been  a  real  fcene,  not  a  vifionary  one; 
Not  fo.  Lord,  for  I  have  never  eaten  any 
thing  common  or  unclean :  for  he  was  not  yet 

*  This  language,  God  brought  him  forth  abroad,  and  /aid. 
Look  no'w  forward  hea'ven,  and  tell  the  Jiars,  confirms  what 
was  obferved  above,  Seft.  i.  p.  34,  &c.  that  the  reprefen- 
tatious  of  a  viiion  are  related  as  fa£ts  ;  and  juflifies  the  expli- 
cation given  of  the  language  both  of  the  prophet  Ezekiel..  and 
of  the  evangelifts,  Sedl.  3.  For  that  this  was  nothing  more 
than  a  vifionary  reprefentation,  is  certain  from  its  beino' 
called  a  vifion,  ver.  i  ;  and  from  this  farther  circumilance^ 
that  the  fun  was  not  yet  gone  down,  v.  12,  and  conlequently 
the  flars  were  not  vifible  to  the  eye. 

'  Adls  X.  10— 14, 

H  2  aware, 
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aware,  that  the  Jevvifli  law  was  no  longer, 
in  any  part  of  it,  obligatory  upon  ChrJflians ". 
It  were  both  a  needlefs  and  an  endlefs  tafk 
to  adduce  ail  the  other  examples  *  of  this 
kind  which  the  Scripture  affords  j  fince 
amongfl:  the  numerous  vifions  it  records,  I  do 
not  recollect  one,  in  which  the  prophet  does 
not  dilcover  a  found  underflanding,  and  make 
the  fame  reflections  upon  the  imaginary  Icenes 
which  paffed  before  him,  as  he  would  have 
done  had  they  been  real.  And  if  this  was  the 
cafe  with  the  other  prophets,  during  their  vi- 
fions j  it  is  reafonable  to  fuppofe,  it  was  the 
fame  with  Chrift,  during  his ;  and  conie- 
auently  he  was  cap..ble  of  returning  a  rational 
anfwer  to  the  propofais  made  to  him  in 
vilion,  in  the  manner  the  hidory  reprefents ; 
and  his   rejecting  them   would  difcover  and 

■  When  St.  Peter  had  this  viiion,  it  is  faid,  He  fell  into 
an  extacy.  A  prophetic  extacy  therefore  denotes  not  an  aliena- 
tion of"  mind  or  lofs  of  reafon  ;  nor  any  tranfport  of  fear, 
wonder,  or  other  paflicn  ;  but  that  Itate  the  mind  is  in 
when  it  receives  exracjdinarydivir.e  conmunicationf  by  vifion. 
See  above,  p.  Po.  The  pauion?  excittd  in  the  prophets  were 
as  various  as  the. objects  which  their  vilinns  prefentcd. 

*  Thofe,  however,  uho  dcfire  more  iiiilances,  may  compaie 
St.  Pai'.rs  behaviour  when  he  had  a  vifion  of  Chriit  in  the 
temple,  A£ls  xxii.  17 — 20;  with  his  behaviour  wlien  he  had 
an  actual  light  of  him  on  his  way  to  Damafcus,  ch.  ix.  4 — 6  : 
and  they  will  find  both  to  be  equally  rational.  Or  they  may 
confult  Ezek.  i.  28.  ch.  iii.  14.  ch.iv.  9 — 14.  ch.  xl.  4. 
and  the  pafiages  referred  to  above,  p.  98,  ncie  1. 

1  difplay 
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Sfplay  the  virtuous  aftedions  and  principles 
by  which  he  was  governed.  And  fo  far  this 
vifion  would  ferve  as  a  prefent  trial.  This 
however  could  not  be  it's  dire(5l  intention  ; 
as  is  (hewn  in  the  appendix''. 

3.)  This  vilion  was  properly  defigned  as  a 
predicf^ic'-in  and  fymbolical  reprefentation  of 
the  particular  difficulties  and  temptations,  he 
was  to  meet  with  in  the  execution  of  his 
office,  and  in  the  exercife  of  his  miraculous 
powers,  as  the  Meffiah.  If  we  examine  the 
other  vifions  recorded  in  Scripture,  we  (liall 
find,  that  all  the  images  they  contained,  were 
net  defigned  for  their  own  lakes,  without 
any  farther  intention  and  reference  ;  but  that 
they  were  fymbols  or  emblems,  that  is,  figns 
and  reprefentations  of  other  things  ^.  By 
thefe  images  and  emblems,  God  was  pleafed 
to  fignify  and  exprefs  moral  inftrudions,  and 
to  foretel  and  prefigure  future  events.  From 
hence  it  will  follov/,  that  if  the  temptation 
of  Chrift  was  a  divine  vifion,  as  we  have  al- 
ready proved  it  to  be  \  we  mull  allow  in 
general,  that  the  images  prefented  to  him  in 
it,  were  fymbolical,  or  relative  to  fome  other 

y  N».  V. 

z  See  the  appendix,  N'^.  IV.  where  many  proofs  of  the 
prophetic  and  fymbolical  nature  of  vifions  in  general,  are 
produced. 

H  3  matters. 
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matter?,  of  which  they  were  an  apt  reprefcn- 
tation  ;  unlefs  we  will  interpret  this  vilion. 
In  a  manner  different  frcm  all  other  vilions. 

But  if  the  vifion  of  Chrift  was  figurative  and 
parabolical,  it  may  very  naturally  be  inquired. 
What  is  the  particular  intention  of  it  ?  and 
how  is  this  to  be  learnt  ?  I  anfwer,  that  as 
it  is  no  where  explained  in  Scripture,  the 
proper  meaning  of  it  mud  be  collected  from 
the  nature  and  circumftances  of  the  vifion 
itfelf,  as  was  ufual  in  the  like  cafes.  When 
the  images  of  a  vifion  bore  an  obvious  mean- 
ing, and  clearly  pointed  out  the  particular 
i^nftrudion  they  were  defigned  to  convey,  no 
formal  explanation  was  given  %  The  inquiry 
here  therefore  mufi;  be.  What  do  the  images 
or  figns  in  this  vifion  moil  naturally  denote  ? 
to  what  do  the  fymbols  mod  nearly  cor- 
refpond  ?  And  if  it  fhould  appear,  when 
we  proceed  to  examine  the  particular  fcenes 
of  this  viiion,    that  there  is  a  perfedt  cor- 

»  When  Daniel  had  feen  the  \nfion  of  the  ram  and  he- 
goat,  he  fought  for  the  meaning,  and  it  was  explained  to  him. 
Dan.  viii.  15 — 17.  But  when  tit.  Peter  doubted  in  himfelfy 
ivhat  his  njifion  (cited  above,  p.  99.)  fhould  meant  no 
formal  explanation  of  it  was  given,  though  it  was  defigned 
for  his  own  information.  He  was  only  diredled  to  go  with 
the  meflengers  of  Cornelius ;  which  was  fufficient  to  guide 
him  into  the  true  interpretation  of  his  vifion.  At^s  x.  17 — 20. 
Ncj-  did  St.  Paul's  vilion.  Ads  xvi.  9,  10.  receive  or  require 
any  explanation. 

;-efpondence 
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refpondence  and  refemblance  between  them 
and  the  feveral  temptations  to  which  Chrift 
was  expofed,  in  the  exercife  of  his  miniftry 
and  miraculous  powers  ;  it  may  fairly  be 
inferred,  that  the  former  were  defigned  as  a, 
prediction  and  prefiguration  of  the  latter. 
But  fhould  it  be  ever  fo  clearly  demonftrated, 
tliat  this  vifion  contains  a  reprefentation  of 
the  future  difficulties  of  Chrift's  public  mi- 
niitry  ;  this  will  rather  confirm,  than  over- 
throw the  opinion  of  its  anfwering  at  the 
fame  time  the  end  of  a  prefent  trial ;  fince 
the  very  profpedi  of  thofe  difficulties  would 
conftitute  a  very  great  trial.  And  furely 
the  wifdom  of  God  might  frame  fuch  fcenes, 
as  Ihould  be  both  probationary  in  their  o^''n 
nature,  and  prophetic  or  fymbolical  in  their 
principal  intention.    This  leads  me  to  add, 

4.)  That  fach  fcenes  as  this  vifion  contains, 
whether  confidered  as  probationary  or  pro- 
phetical, might  be  prefented  to  Chrift  by  a 
divine  hand,  without  any  unworthy  imputa- 
tion upon  the  divine  holinefs  or  goodncfs. 
Nothing  is  more  certain,  than  that  God  does 
not  tempt  any  man  ^  in  the  criminal  {qx\{q  of 
that  expreffion  y  he  never  adts  with  an  inten- 
tion of  feducing  men  into  {in  j  nay,  he  does 
every  thing  coniiilent  with  the  rules  of  his 

*  James  i.    13. 

H  4  moral 
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moral  government,  to  guard  them  againll:  It. 
And  in  this  ienfe  of  the  word,  the  fcenes  of 
this  viiion  did  not  contain  a  prefent  tempta- 
tion ;  they  were  not  deiigned  to  feduce 
Chrifl  into  (m  \  Ncverthelefs,  there  is  a 
ienfe  of  the  word,  in  v/liich  God  dots  tempt  ^ 
men  j  that  is,  he  propofeth  to  them  fuitable 
trials,  for  the  difcovery,  difplay  and  improve- 
ment of  their  piety  and  obedience.  Thus 
God  tempted,  or  made  trial  of,  Abraham'', 
And  thus  he  tempteth  or  trieth  all  men  ; 
having  indued  them  with  thofe  aiTeclions, 
and  placed  them  in  thofe  circum.ftances, 
which  neceffarily  conflitute  a  trial  of  their 
integrity.  Nor  are  thefe  trials  unworthy 
of  God  ;  but  are  indeed  the  very  means 
he  ufes  to  exercife,  confirm  and  perfect 
our  virtue.  And  trials  might  be  propofed 
to  the  Son  of  God,  with  the  fame  general 
intention  as  they  are  to  the  children  of 
men.  For  though  a  Son,  yet  learned  he 
obedience.,  by  the  things  which  he  fuffered  ^  I^ 
could  not  therefore  be  unworthy  of  God,  to 

«  See  Appendix  No.  V. 

■*  The  word,  frseic^Z,tiVi  import*  nothing  more,  in  its  pri- 
mary fignification,  than  v;h^:!.v  Ka.Ce.' y  periculum  facere,  to 
make  a  trial,  ejfay  or  proof  of  fomething.  Ads  xxiv.  6. 
2  Cor.  xiii.  5.  Heb.  xi.  17.  But  even  in  this  fenfe  of  the 
word,  when  God  is  faid  to  tempt  men  ;  this  is  not  defigned 
for  his  own  information,  but  to  ferve  the  ends  of  his  moral 
government. 

e  Gen.  xxii.  i.  ^  Hcb.  v.  8. 
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fpread  fuch  fcenes  before  the  mind  of  Chrift, 
as  fliould  ferve  to  exercife,  to  difcover  and 
difplay  his  virtue:  the  only  fenfe  in  which 
we  alTert  them  to  be  probationary  ^.  But 
what  alone  would  be  a  full  vindication  of 
the  divine  conduifl  in  the  prefent  cafe,  is, 
that  the  fcenes  of  this  vifion  were  deligned 
to  reprefent  the  temptations  of  his  future 
miniftry,  fuch  as  it  could  not  be  unworthy 
of  God  to  place  before  his  view;  becaufe 
they  were  no  other  than  what  God  faw  fit 
adually  to  appoint.  They  fprang  from  a 
divine  conftitution,  were  the  natural  con- 
fequence  of  the  humanity  of  Chrift,  of  the 
office  and  powers  with  which  he  was  in- 
vefled  by  the  Father,  and  the  wife  rules  by 
which  he  was  to  condud:  himfelf  in  the 
exercife  of  them.  So  that  he  was  placed  by 
God  in  thofe  trying  circumftances,  which 
this  vifion  reprefented.  And  as  the  pro- 
pofals,  which  were  afterwards  to  occur  in 
real  life,  now  appeared  to  be  made  to  him 
by  the  devil  -,  the  manifeft  intention  of  the 
vifion  was  to  lead  him  into  a  juft  conception 
of  thofe  propofals,  as  criminal  in  their 
nature,  and  on  that  account  fit  to  be  re- 
jeded  **.  The  very  nature  of  the  reprefen- 
tation  is  a  full  proof  that  it  was  not  intended 

s  See  Appendix,  N"".  V.         •>  See  the  Appendix,  N'^.  VI. 
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to  feduce  Chrift  into  fin,  but  to  guard  him 
againft  it.  Befides,  the  beft  ends  were  to 
be  anfwered,  (as  we  fhall  endeavour  to 
evince,)  by  this  prediction  and  reprefentation 
of  fuch  future  events  as  were  to  befal  him  ; 
and  therefore  it  muft  be  elleemed  worthy  to 
proceed  from  the  Spirit,  not  of  delufion,  but 
of  holinefs,  truth  and  wifdom  '. 

Having  premifed  thefe  general  obferva- 
tions,  I  proceed  now  (as  I  propofed)  diftindly 
to  examine  the  feveral  fcenes  of  this  pro- 
phetic vifion,  in  order  to  point  out  the  pecu- 
liar intention  of  each,  and  to  ihew,  that 
though  they  n^iight  contain  a  prefent  trial  *", 
yet  that  they  were  diredly  and  properly 
defigned  as  fymbolical  predictions  and  repre- 
fentations  of  the  future  difficulties  of  Chnft's 
office  and  miniflry. 

I.  In  the  firft  of  thefe  prophetic  fcenes, 
the  great  adverfary  '  of  mankind  fecmed  to 

approach 

»  With  re"-ard  to  the  objeftion  made  to  the  reprefentation 
cf  Satan's  promife  of  the  world  to  Chrill,  fee  the  Appendix, 

N''.  vir. 

k  Should  it  appear  doubtful  to  any,  whether  the  feveral 
fcenes  of  this  vifion  were  probationary  in  their  nature,  and 
anfwered  the  end  of  a  prefent  trial ;  this  will  not  afFed  what 
is  urged  in  fupport  of  their  being  a  prediclion  and  prefigura- 
tion  of  Chrill's  future  trials  ;  which  is  here  afferted  to  be 
their  proper  intention. 

1  When  God  revealed  to  Abraham  in  a  deep  lleep  the 
iiffiSiions  of  his  pofterity,  they  were  reprefented  by  the  horror 

of 
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approach  our  Redeemer,  and  to  accofl  him 
in  the  following  manner  :  If  thou  be,  (or  in- 
afmuch  "  as  thou  art)  the  Son  of  God  (or,  the 
Meffiah")  command  that  thefe  ftones  be  made 
bread.  Chrift  having  already  continued  fad- 
ing forty  days  and  forty  nights  together  5 
and  the  divine  power  by  which  his  body  had 
hitherto  been  fuftained  without  any  nourifh- 
ment,  being  withdrawn  j  he  now  began  to 
feel  the  keen  fi;nfations  of  hunger**:   and  he 

was 

oi  great  darknefs.  Gen.  xv.  12,  13.  But  what  more  natural 
emblem  of  temptations  could  there  be,  than  the  image  of  the 
great  tempter  ? 

"  It  is  generally  thought,  that  thefe  words  imply  a  doubt 
in  the  devil,  whether  Jefus  was  the  Meffiah  ;  or  that  they 
were  intended  to  raife  fuch  a  doubt  in  the  breaft  of  Jefos 
himfelf  But  that  tlie  devil  could  not  doubt  who  Jefus  was, 
has  been  fhewn  above,  {^iX.  i.  p.  13-  note  ^.  And  when 
we  confider  what  exprefs  teftimonies  were  borne  to  Chrift  at 
his  baptifm,  it  appears  impoffible,  that  Jefus  himfelf  fhould 
entertain  any  doubt  about  his  own  charader.  In  thefe 
words.  If  thou  be  the  Son  of  G:d,  command  that  thefe  Jiones  he 
made  bread,  it  is  taken  for  granted,  that  he  was  the  Son  of 
Gcd  ;  and  he  is  prompted  to  acl  as  became  him  under  that 
charafter.     See  the  note  here  refeired  to. 

"  That  the  Meffiah  and  the  Son  of  God  are  equivalent 
terms,  or  were  underftood  to  denote  the  fame  perfon,  will 
appear  by  comparing  Mat.  xxvi.  63.  Luke  xxii.  67,  70- 
Johni.  34,41,49.  Mat.  xvi.  16.  Mark  viii.  29  Aftsviii.jj, 
See  Pf.  ii.  7,  from  whence  the  fe'vos  might  learn  to  apply 
this  title,  the  Son  of  God,  to  the  Meffiah.  Compare  Dan.  iii. 
25,  and  2  Efdr.  ii.  47. 

*'  This  circumftance  was  proper  to  prepare  the  way  to  the 
prefent  temptation,  and  to  give  it  force.  Compare  Afts  x.  10, 
where  we  read  that  St.  Peter  became  i-ery  Jnoi^ry,  jull  before 

his 
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was  ftill  ill  a  barren  defert,  remote  from  all 
the  ordinary  means  of  fuftenance.  In  thefe 
circumftances  it  was  fuggefted  to  him  by  the 
tempter,  '*  That  it  was  very  unfuitable  to 
**  his  dignity  and  peculiar  relation  to  the 
"  Father,  to  remain  deflitute  of  the  ne- 
**  celTary  fupports  of  lifej  and  that  it  be- 
**  came  him  to  exert  the  miraculous  powers 
<*  with  which  he  was  invefted  as  the  Meffiah, 
**  for  his  own  immediate  relief."  What 
temptation  could  be  more  fpccious  than 
this  ?  why  might  not  the  Son  of  the  mod 
High,  when  he  felt  the  fevcre  preffure  of 
bodily  wants,  and  had  no  profped  of  a 
fupply  in  the  ordinary  way,  exert  his  power 
for  fo  important  a  purpofe,  as  felf-prefer- 
vation  ? 

Yet,  forcible  as  this  temptation  was,  it 
was  reje(fted,  and  upon  the  jufteft  principles  j 
as  appears  from  the  following  reply  6i  our 
Lord  :  Man  jh all  not  live  by  bread  only^  but  by 
every  "word  that  proceedetb  out  of  the  mouth  of 
God  ""j  or  by  every  thing  that  God  may  appoint. 
Thefe  words,  which  are  borrowed  from  the 
writings  of  Mofes^  refer  to  the  cafe  of  the 
Jfraelites  in   the  wildernefs,    and  affign   the 

his   vifion   of    the   fneet   containing   all    manner  of  living 
creatures. 

p  Deut.  viii.  3. 

reafon 
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reafon  of  God's  feeding  them  there  with, 
manna  from  heaven.  In  this  connecftion 
they  are  very  applicable  to  the  cafe  of  our 
Lord,  and  are  to  be  underftood  as  com- 
prizing in  them  the  following  argument  : 
**  If  God,  when  he  led  the  Ifraelites  into 
"  the  wildernefs,  did  not  fuffer  them  to 
*^  pcri(h  in  it,  but  interpofed  in  a  mira- 
*'  culous  manner  for  their  fupply,  and  fed 
"  them  with  manna,  (which,  though  a  light 
"  kind  of  food,  gave  their  bodies  as  much 
**  vigour  as  the  bread  and  fielli  of  Egypt y) 
"  in  order  to  convince  them,  that  he  could 
"  fuftain  this  animal  life,  not  by  bread  only, 
"  but  by  whatever  other  means  he  fliould 
*'  fee  iU  to  appoint  and  provide,  or  even 
"  without  any  natural  means  at  all,  by  his 
'*  own  eaicacious  word  or  will  alone  "^ :  why 
"  then  fhould  I,  from  a  didruft  either  of 
**  his  power  or  providential  goodnefs,  un- 
**  dertake  to  fupply  my  own  wants  in  a 
*'  manner  he  has  not  prefcribed  ?  I  may 
**  rca.onabiy  hope,  that  he  will  not  be  lefs 
"  ready,  at  the  proper  feafon,  to  interpofe 
"  on  my  behalf,  than  he  v/as  on  their's  ; 
"  efpecially   as   I   have  hitherto  had  expe- 

1  As  in  the  cafe  of  Mo/fj,  Exod.  xxiv.  i8.  Deut.  ix.  9,  i8  ; 
of  Elijah,  I  Kings  xix.  8  ;  and  of  Chrift,  Mat.  iv,  2  ;  each 
of  whom  failed  forty  days. 

'*  rience 
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"  rience  of  his  power  in  proteding  me  from 
**  the  dangers  of  the  wildernefs,  and  in 
•'  fuftaining  me  without  food  for  forty  days 
**  together.  In  this  exigence,  I  will  trufl: 
«*  in  God  J  perfuaded  that  he  will  himfelf 
•*  rather  work  a  miracle  in  my  favour,  than 
'*  fuffer  me  to  want  neceffary  fuftenance." 
Thus  did  our  Lord,  from  a  principle  of  re- 
fignation  to  God,  and  rehance  on  his  power 
and  care,  refufe  to  turn  ftones  into  bread. 
And  his  piety  was  fpeedily  rewarded  by  a 
miraculous  fupply  of  food,  provided  for  him 
by  God  '.  For,  when  the  tem.ptation  was 
ended,  the  angels  came  and  minijiered  unto 
htm  \  And  does  it  not  appear,  from  what 
has  already  been  offered  under  this  head, 
that  this  firfl;  fcene  in  Chrift's  vifion  was 
probationary,  and  ferved  to  difcover  the 
prefent  turn  and  temper  of  his  mind  ? 

No  lefs  evident  does  it  feem  that  this  fcene 
was  prophetical,  and  had  a  reference  to  his 
future  miniftry,  through  the  whole  courfe  of 
which  he  was  preiTed  with  the  fame  kind  of 
temptations,  and  refilled  them  upon  the  fame 

«■  Compare  i  Kings  xix.  5. 

*  Mat.  iv.  II.  The  word,  J'i'jhovihv,  here  rendered  m 
minijiery  very  often  fignifies,  to  inlnijlcr  food,  or  to  •wait  at 
table.  Mat.  viii.  15.  Lukexvii.8.  ch.  xxii.  27.  John  xii.  2. 
Numerous  inftances  of  this  ufe  of  the  word  in  heathen  authors- 
are  produced  by  Weijicin  upon  the  place. 

I  principles- 
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principles.  This  part  of  the  vlfion  very 
naturally  conveyed  this  general  inllrudion  ; 
**  That  Chrift,  though  the  Son  of  God, 
was  to  ftruggle  with  the  affliding  hardOiips 
of  hunger  and  thirft,  and  all  the  other  evils 
of  humanity,  like  the  loweft  of  the  fons  of 
men  :  and  that  he  was  never  to  exert  his 
divine  power  for  his  own  perfonal  relief, 
under  the  mofi:  preffing  difficulties,  or  for 
the  fupply  of  his  moft  urgent  occafions ; 
but  with  relignation  and  faith  to  wait  for 
the  interpofition  of  God  in  his  favour." 
Accordingly  we  find  that  Chrift  regulated 
his  conduct  by  this  maxim.  He  did  not 
fubfift  by  miracles;  but  though  rich  in  the) 
poffeflion  of  a  power  capable  of  controuling 
all  the  laws  of  nature,  though  heir  and  lord 
of  all,  he  became  poor,  lived  an  indigent 
life,  without  any  fettled  habitation  or  certain 
provifion  \  He  knew  how  much  more 
blefTed  it  is  to  give  than  to  receive,  and  yet  • 
difdained  not  to  accept  kindnefs  from  others, 
or  even  to  ftand  indebted  to  their  bounty  for 
his  fupport".  In  fome  circumftances  he  felt 
the  prefTure  of  hunger  %  without  having  food 
to  eat ;  at  other  times  he  had  no  leifure  to 
take  any,  through  a  zealous  application  to 
the  duties  of  his  office,  fuch  as  was  not  to 

*  Mat.  viii.  20.  "  Lukeviii.  ^.         »  Mark  xi.  jz. 
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be  interrupted  by  the  prcffing  calls  of  nature^ 
He  cbofe  rather  to  deny  himfelf  neceflary 
refrefliment,  than  lofe  an  opportunity  of 
healing  and  intruding  the  multitude^.  And 
neither  on  thefe,  nor  on  any  other  occafions, 
did  he  relieve  himfelf  by  a  miracle.  This 
is  the  more  extraordinary,  as  he  interpofed 
with  readinefs  on  the  behalf  of  others,  who 
daily  rejoiced  in  the  temporal  as  well  as  fpiri- 
tual  benefit  of  his  divine  power ;  and  at 
different  times  fed  the  hungry  multitudes  in 
the  dcfert,  by  a  miraculous  increafe  of  his 
own  flender  provifions''.  Nor  did  he  only 
.  endure  hunger  and  third,  but  all  the  other 
evils  incident  to  human  nature.  He  lived 
a  laborious,  and  led  an  itinerant  life.  In- 
ftead  of  commanding  angels  to  his  fervice, 
he  fubmitted  to  the  inconveniences  and  fa- 
tigue* of  travelling  on  foot  from  one  part  of 
yudea  and  Galilee  to  another,  and  was  tofled 
about  by  tempells  at  fea.  He  was  ex^- 
haufled  ^  by  the  inceflant  labours  of  his  mi- 

y  Mark  iii.  20,  21.  ch.  vi.  31 — 34.    Mat.  xiv.  53,  14. 

z  Mat.  XV.  33,  34.  Mark  viii.  4,  5.  Mat.  xiv.  16,  17. 
Mark  vi.  37,  38. 

3  John  iv.  6. 

^  Dr.  Lardner  in  the  firft  volume  of  his  fupplement  to  the 
Credibility  of  the  gofpel  hlHory,  p.  203,  obferves,  that  ouf 
Lord's  fleeping  in  the  midft  of  a  florm  was  owing  to  hi.-? 
undertaking  the  voyage  in  the  evening,  af:cr  the  fatigue  oi 
long  difcourfes  in  publick,  and  without  any  refreflinuent. 
Mark  iv.  36 — 38. 
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niflry,  and  that  intenfe  application  of  mind 
with  which  he  engaged  in  it.  After  per- 
forming tirefome  journies,  and  preachinc^- 
to  the  crowds  which  followed  him,  in  the 
day;  he  often  fpent  a  confiderable  part  of 
the  night,  fometimes  the  whole  of  it,  in 
earned  prayer  to  God  %  and  in  the  open  air ; 
notwithftanding  the  copious  dews,  which 
fall  by  night  in  thofe  parts,  muft  have  been 
very  dangerous,  efpecially  when  the  body 
was  heated  by  the  exercife  of  the  preceding 
day.  So  many  injuries  did  his  conftitutioii 
fuffer,  that  the  crafis,  or  texture  of  his  blood, 
was  deftroyed,  and  fweated  through  every! 
pore  of  his  body''.  And  to  fuch  a  degree 
was  he  enfeebled  by  the  violences  to  which 
he  patiently  fubmitted,  as  to  be  unable  to 
bear  his  crofs  \  He,  who  in  fo  many 
thoufand  inftances  renewed  the  health  and 
vigour  of  others,  never  exerted  any  mira- 
culous power  either  to  preferve  or  reftore  his 
own,  but  funk  under  the  preflure  of  his  in- 
firmities !  In  all  his  exigencies  he  referred 
himfelf  to  God.     Even  under  that  great  ex- 

«  Luke  vi.  12.  The  juftly  celebrated  Mr.  Jof.  Mede 
(Works,  p.  67.)  and  other  eminent  critics  render,  kv  7^ 
'Trpoa'ivyji  7«  Qir,  in  an  oratory  of  God.  But  thefe  oratories 
were  open  at  the  top* 

^  Luke  xxii.  4^^.  "  Mat.  xxvii.  32. 
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tremityj  his  agony  in  the  garden,  he  fought 
and  waited  for  the  interpofition  of  God  ; 
who,  in  anfwer  to  his  prayer,  fent  an  angel 
from  heaven  to  ftrengthen  him  ^  And 
when  the  hour  of  his  death  approached,  he 
ufed  no  means  for  his  refcue  ^  but  meekly 
religned  himfelf  into  the  hands  of  his  mod 
mahcious  enemies,  in  obedience  to  his 
Father's  will. 

The  divine  powers  with  which  Chrlft  was 
inverted,  were  defigned  as  the  feal  of  his  mif- 
lion  ;  and  accordingly  they  were  never  applied 
to  a  different  purpofe.  This  ft  rid  appropria- 
tion of  his  miracles  to  their  proper  intention^ 
ferved  to  point  it  out  more  clearly,  and  to 
keep  it  in  conftant  view ;  to  manifefl  the 
wifdom  and  neceffity  of  the  works  themfelves, 
and  to  preferve  their  dignity  and  authority, 
which  would  have  been  impaired,  if  not 
deftroyed,  by  a  more  general  application  of 
them.  As  Chrift  never  applied  them  to  any 
purpofe  foreign  to  their  grand  intention ; 
fo  it  was  in  a  very  peculiar  manner  necelfary, 
that  they  fbould  never  be  employed  to  protect 
himfelf  from  the  calamities  and  diftreffcs  to 
which  human  nature  is  incident.  Had  he, 
when  made  in  the  likenefs  of  men,  faved 
\liimfelf  by  miracles  from  the  evils  of  huma- 

*  Lukexxii.  4,3.         z  Mat.  xxvi.  52,  53,54.  Johnxviii.  6. 
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lilty ;  where  had  been  his  conflid,  his  vldofy^  \ 
his  triumph  ?  or  where  the  confolation  and  ' 
benefit  his  followers  derive  from  his  example^ 
his  merit,   his  crown  ?   Sufferings  were  the 
theatre    on    which    he   difplayed    his  divine   . 
virtues  \  and  they  were  both  the  ground  of 
his  advancement  to  the  glorious  of^ce  of  our 
Redeemer  \  and  a  natural  means  of  infpiring 
him    vvith  compafTion  ''  to  all   who  were  to 
follow  him '. 

IL  In  the  fecond  fcene  of  this  vifion '",  flie 
iic-vii  taketh  Chriji  into  the  holy  city,  Jerufalem, 
^ind  fetteth  him  on  the  wing  "  of  the  temple,  and 
faith  unto  him.  If  thou  be  (or,  fmce  thou  art) 
the  Son  of  God,  cajl  thyfelf  down :  for  it  is 
written  %   He  fijall  give  his  angels  charge  con- 

^  Heb.  V,  8.   cited  above,  p.    104.. 

'  And  being  made  perfect,  he  became  the  author  of  eternal  faU 
•vation  unto  all  them  that  obey  him.     Heb.  v.  9.   fee  ch.  \i.  10. 

^  Heb.  ii.  17,  38,    ch.  iv.   15. 

'  What  is  urged  under  this  head,  anfwers  the  old  objedion 
of  the  fevjs  to  Chriil,  when  he  was  hanging  on  the  crof?, 
from  his  not  ufing  liis  power  for  his  own  protedlion  and 
fafety,  as  it  may  be  thought  a  wife  man  ought  to  have  done  ; 
an  objection  that  has  been  repeated  in  every  age  from  that 
day  to  this,  by  the  adverfaries  of  the  gcfpeJ,  without  re- 
flecting, that  his  powfr  of  miracles  was  never  defigned  for 
any  fuch  purpofe.     See  Whitby  on  John  xviii.  4.. 

'"  Mat.  iv.  5,  6. 

°  '^•Tsp'J^'Oi',  the  iviKg,  not  the  pinnacle,  as  it  is  in  thoi 
cojnmon  tranflation.  fc^ee  Lightfoot\  works,  Vol.  II.  p.  J30. 
and  above,  Sefl.  I.  p.  2^,  note  «. 

♦  Pfal.  xci.   II. 

I  2  cernbi^ 
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ccrning  ihee^  and  in  their  hands  fiall  they  hear 
thee  up,  lejl  at  any  time  thou  dcijh  iky  foot 
againjl  a  Jione. 

It  is  generally  fuppofed,  that  Chrid  is  here 
called  upon  to  expofe  his  perfon  to  danger 
without  any  neceffity,  from  a  confidence  in 
the  protection  of  the  Almighty,  which  he, 
as  the  Son  of  God,   had  peculiar  reafon  to 
expe(fl;    fince  even  to  good  men  God  had 
promifed    the    guardianfliip    of  his    angels. 
But  the  propofal  is  very  capable  of  a  more 
comprehenfive  meaning.     For  the  fcene  of 
this  vilion  is  different  from  the  former,  as 
feveral  writers  ^  have    obferved.      Chrift   is 
not  placed  at  the  top  of  a  high  rock  in  the 
wildernefs,  where  he  already  was ;  though  by 
throwing  himfelf  down  from  any  formidable 
precipice  in  fuch  a  folitary  place,  the  divine 
power  muft  equally  have  interpofed  for  his 
prefervation,  and  his  faith  in  that  power  been 
put  to  the  trial.     The  fcene  of  this  tempta- 
tion was  Jerufaiefn,  the  metropolis  of  Judea, 
and  the  feat  of  power  ;  it  w^as  the  temple  of 
Jerufalemy  where  the  Jews  expected  the  firft 
appearance  of  their  Melliah,  that  angel  of 
the  covenant,    who  was   to  come  fuddenly 
to  it  ^ ;  it  was  the  wing  of  the  temple,  the 

f  Dr.  Lightfoot'%  and  Dr.  Mackargbfs  Harmonies. 
'1  Malachi  iii.   i, 

eaftern 


[     '17    ] 

caftern  front  of  it,  which  commanded  a  view 
of  the  crowd  of  worfhippers  below.  From 
this  moft  public  eminence,  and  before  im- 
menfc  multitudes,  not  from  the  obfcurities  of 
the  wildernefs,  is  Chrifl  required  to  throw 
himfelf  down,  in  a  dependence  upon,  the 
divine  protedion,  (which  none  could  have 
fo  much  reafon  to  expedl  as  the  Son  of  God;) 
that  fo  his  miraculous  prefervation  might 
give  evidence  of  his  divine  miffion,  and 
induce  the  numerous  worshippers,  who  were 
eye-witneffes  of  it,  to  acknowledge  him 
immediately  as  the  Meffiah,  vifibly  defcend- 
ing  from  heaven,  in  a  manner  agreeable  to 
the  expedlation  of  the  'Jews.  Such  was  the 
propofal  here  made  to  Chrift;  and  in  it's 
own  nature  it  certainly  carried  a  very  power- 
ful temptation.  How  feemingly  honourable 
and  glorious  would  it  have  been  for  the 
Meffiah,  to  have  opened  his  commiffion  upon 
fuch  a  public  theatre,  and  with  fuch  demon- 
ftrations  of  divine  power  ?  Let  us  inquire 
therefore  upon  what  principles  this  fpecious 
temptation  was  rejecfted. 

In  anfwer  to  the  quotation  from  Scripture, 

by    which  the   devil   fought  to  inforce  his 

temptation,   our  Lord  replies,   //  is  written 

alfo,  thou  fialt  not  tempt  the  Lord  thy  God  \ 

*  Mat.  iv.  7. 
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[     n8    ] 

To  tempt  God,  is  to  make  an  improper  trial 
of  his  power,  to  make  new  and  unreafonable 
demands  upon  it,  after  fufficient  evidence 
has  been  ah^eady  afforded  ;  and  to  do  this, 
not  barely  from  prefumption,  but  from 
ditlruil.  In  this  fenfe  the  exprelTion  is  often  ^ 
ufed  in  Scripture,  as  well  as  in  the  particular 
iiiftance  referred  to  by  our  Lord  \  His 
meaning,  therefore,  mufi:  be  this  :  '*  The 
*'  Scripture  forbids  us  to  prefcribe  to  God 
^'  in  what  inftances  he  fiiall  exert  his  power : 
*'  and  as  we  are  not  to  ru(h  upon  danger 
**  without  a  call,  in  expedation  of  an  ex- 
"  traordinary  deliverance  ;  io  neither  are 
*'  we  to  dictate  to  divine  wifdom  what 
f'  miracles  fhall  be  wrought  for  men's  con- 
**  virion." 

We  are  in  the  next  place  to  inquire,  what 
reference  this  fcene  might  have  to  Chrift's 

s  Exod.  xvii.  2,  7.  Numb,  xiv,  22.  Ff.  Ixxviii.  18.  Pf.  cvi. 
14,  15.    Mat.  xvi.  I.    Aftsxv.  10. 

t  Deut.  vi.  16.  Mo/es  does  not  here  refer  to  any  particular 
cafe,  in  which  the  IJraelites  were  fo  properly  chargeable  with 
prefuming  too  far  upon  the  divine  power  and  interpofition  in 
their  favour,  as  with  diftrufling  it.  After  all  the  demonflra- 
tions  of  the  divine  prefence,  in  dividing  the  red  fea,  in  fup- 
plying  them  with  manna,  and  gcing  before  them  in  the 
cloud,  they  ftill  doubted,  Is  the  Lord  amongji  us,  or  not  ? 
Exod.  xvii.  2 — 7.  There  might,  however,  be  a  mixture  of 
prefumption  on  this  occafion,  in  daring  to  prefcribe  to  God 
jhe  time  and  manner,  in  which  he  Ihould  interpofe  on  their 
t^ehalf. 
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fisture  miniftry.  Through  the  whole  courfe 
of  it,  he  was  alTaulted  with  temptations 
limilar  to  that  here  propofed,  and  repelled 
them  upon  the  maxim  here  adopted.  Inftead 
of  needlefsly  and  unwarrantably  running  into 
danger,  and  then  relying  upon  the  divine 
power  to  extricate  him  ;  which  muft  have 
occafioned  an  unneceflary  and  endlefs  multi- 
plication of  miracles  :  we  find  him  ufing  the 
utmod  caution  in  declining  hazards ;  avoid- 
ing, as  far  as  poffible,  whatever  might  exaf- 
perate  his  enemies,  and  even  injoining  filence" 
with  regard  to  his  miracles,  thofe  feals  of  his 
miffion,  when  the  publication  of  them  in 
fome  particular  circumftances  was  likely,  by 
raifing  envy  or  popular  commotions,  to  in- 
flame their  minds  yet  more  againft  him. 
We  find  him  alfo  difappointing  their  malice, 
by  prudently  retreating  "  out  of  its  reach,  till 
the  appointed  period  of  his  miniftry  was  ful- 
filled. So  that  although  there  were  fome 
inftances,  in  which  he  was  proteded  from 
his  adverfaries  in  a  miraculous  manner^, 
and  in  which  it  was  abfolutely  necefiary  he 
fhould  be  fo  proteded,  that  he  might  not  be 
cut  oft  before  the  ends  of  his  miniftry  were 

"  Mat.  viii.  4.    ch.  xli.  15 — 21. 

*  Johnx.  39,40.  Mat.  xii.  15.  Mark  iii.  7.  John  viii.  59, 

y  John  viii.   20. 

I  4  acconj- 
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accompliflied  :  yet  confidering  how  eagerly 
the  jewifi  rulers  were  bent  upon  his  de- 
flrudion,  and  how  often  they  attempted  it  % 
thofe  inftances  are  very  few,  compared  with 
what  they  muft  have  been,  had  not  Chrift 
been  perpetually  attentive  in  his  whole 
condudl  to  this  maxim,  Tbou  Jhalt  not  tempt 
the  Lord  thy  God. 

In  producing  the  evidences  of  his  divine 
miflion,  he  ftill  aded  upon  the  fame  maxim, 
though  he  was  often  under  the  ftrongeil: 
temptation  to  depart  from  it.  Inftead  of 
opening  his  commiffion  at  'Jeriifakm^  and 
difplaying  all  at  once  upon  that  grand  theatre 
the  powers  with  which  he  was  invefled ;  he 
performed  his  iirft  miracle  at  Cana  in  Galilee, 
and  made  that  obfcure  country,  for  a  confi- 
fiderable  time,  the  principal  fcene  of  his 
miniftry.  On  this  account  he  was  blamed 
by  his  own  brethren,  as  ading  unfuitably  to 
his  extraordinary  character  and  commiflion, 
and  urged  to  Jloew  himfelf  publicly  to  the 
world''.  But  as  he  was  not  influenced  by 
often tatious  views,  and  was  folicitous  to 
anfwer  the  ends  and  fulfil  the  period  of  his 
miniftry,  in  a  manner  the  leaft  likely  to  create 

'  Mat.  xii.  14,  Mark  iii.  6.  Luke  vi.  n.  John  vii.  i. 
ch.  vii,  25,  31,  32.  ch.  viii,  20,  37,  39.  ch.  x.  39,  40. 
ch.  xi.  7 — 16,  45 — 57. 

a  John  vii.  4. 

noife 
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noife  and  difturbance,  or  to  give  offence ;  he 
kept  himfelf  as  private  as  the  nature  of  his  . 
work  v^'ould  admit  j  fometimes  retiring  into 
deferts,  where  thofe  who  were  defirous  of  his 
inftrudlions  were  wiUing  to  follow  him,  and  . 
to  fuftain  the  inconveniencies  of  hunger  and 
thirft  for  feveral  days  together.  Inftead  of 
courting  the  favour  of  the  opulent  and  pou'er- 
ful,  to  engage  them  to  countenance  and  fup- 
port  his  caufe ;  or  challenging  from  the  rulers 
of  the  Jewi/h  nation  the  homage  due  to  his 
high  character  j  he  did  not  bear  a  commiffion 
chiefly,  or  particularly,  direded  to  them,  (ani 
honour  fome  of  the  antient  prophets  enjoyed,) 
but  converfed  freely  with  all  forts  of  people, 
not  only  with  the  loweft,  but  with  the  worft, 
in  order  to  bring  them  to  repentance.  When 
he  had  ufed  fufficient  means  to  fatisfy  the 
moft  fcrupulous  integrity,  to  win  over  thofe 
to  the  faith,  who  were  either  pioufly  dif- 
pofed,  or  willing  to  be  reformed,  agreeably 
to  the  commiffion  he  had  received  from 
heaven  -,  he  would  not  proceed  any  farther. 
He  refufed  to  comply  with  the  unreafonable 
demands  of  thofe,  who,  notwithftanding  all 
the  proofs  of  his  mifiion  which  had  been 
already  offered,  ftill  demanded  farther  evi- 
dence,   and    called  Jhr  ^ftgJis  from  hea'ven  **. 

^  John  ii.  18.     Mat.  xii.  38,    Luke  xi.  14.    Mat.  xvi.  i. 
Mark  viii.   11. 

Now 
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Now  thefe  circumftances  of  Chrift's  minlftry 
correfpond  to  thofe  in  his  prophetic  vifion, 
in  which  he  was  tempted  to  a  public  and 
oftentatioiTS  difplay  of  his  miraculous  powers. 
And  his  anfwer  to  this  fecond  temptation 
contained  a  new  limitation,  under  which 
thofe  powers  were  to  be  ufed.  Even  in 
brineins:  men  to  the  faith,  he  was  not  to 
exceed  the  order  and  appointment  of  God. 
And  though  the  determination  of  God  in 
this  refpeifl  was  certainly  founded  in  the 
higheil  wifdom,  which  ever  regulates  all  the 
operations  of  his  power ;  though  it  was  per- 
fedtly  analagous  to  the  other  meafures  of 
bis  government  over  his  moral  creatures, 
who  are  not  formed  to  religion  and  virtue 
by  the  utmofl;  exertions  of  Omnipotence,  but 
in  fuch  methods  as  are  confiAent  with  their 
freedom  >  and  though  it  was  well  calculated 
to  promote  the  credit  and  true  interefl:  of  the 
goipel,  to  eftablilh  it  on  an  evidence  beft 
iidapted  to  its  nature,  and  to  win  over  thofe 
to  the  faith  of  it,  who  were  mofi:  likely  to 
comply  with  its  holy  defign  :  though  this 
determination  of  God  was  wife  and  juft  ;  yet 
did  it  require  the  greateft  humility,  fortitude 
and  piety  in  him,  who  had  the  power  of 
working  miracles  at  pleafure,  to  acquiefce 
therein.      Ambition    and    vain  glory   could 

never 
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never  have  refifted  the  temptations  Chrift 
was  under  to  an  incefTant  and  unlimited 
exertion  of  his  miraculous  powers  ;  by  which 
he  would  have  advanced  his  own  honour, 
rendered  his  miniftry  more  confpicuous  and 
illuftrious,  forced  univerfal  convidlion,  and 
commanded  the  admiration  and  applaufe  of 
the  whole  world.  This  temptation  was  the 
more  difficult  to  be  overcome,  as  in  con- 
fequence  of  the  method  which  was  taken, 
his  do6lrine  was  embraced  only  by  a  few 
well-difpofed  perfons,  and  thofe  generally  in 
the  lowefl  rank  of  life";  while  it  was  de- 
fpifed  and  perfecuted  by  the  rich  and  great, 
by  the  wife  and  learned,  who  were  inflaved 
to  prejudice,  or  governed  by  fenfual  and 
ambitious  views. 

III.  In  the  third  temptation  the  fcene 
changes  **,  and  the  devil  taketh  our  Lord  up 
into  an  exceeding  high  mountain,  and Jheweth 
hitn  ail  the  kingdoms  of  the  worlds   and  the 

glory 

c  This  circumftance  gave  occafion  to  the  difplay  of  the 
inoft  humble  and  amiable  piety.  Mat.  xi.  25,  26. 
^  Mat.  iv.  8,  9. 
e  Lucian,  in  relating  his  dieam,  fays,  dp^Ui  S'i  i](  C'4©" 

'aroAei'j  Kef.i  iQvi),  ko.  J^riun^.  Ego  vero  in  fublime  fublatus, 
ab  oriente  incipiens,  ad  occidentem  ufque  contemplabar, 
urbes,  gentes  &  populos.  Luciani  Somnium,  Tom.  I. 
p.  10,  1 1.  ed.  Var.  Amftelodami,  1687.  This  language  illu- 
ilrates  that  of  the  evangelifts ;  and  ierves  to  remove  an  ob- 
jeaion  urged  by  Dr.  Whitby  and  others,  "  that  if  Chrift 
»  "  had 
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glory  of  them :  and  faith  imto  him.  All  thefe 
things  will  I  give  thee,  if  thou  wilt  fall  down 
and  worflnp  me. 

How  abfurd  foever  the  offer,  which  the 
devil  here  makes  to  Chriff,  mud  have  ap- 
peared to  him  in  other  circumftances'^i  and 
confequently  how  httle  merit  fucver  there 
might  be  in  rejeding  it :  yet  in  a  vilion  the 
objeds  prefented  to  the  imagination  are  ap- 
prehended to  be  real  %  and  actually  to  poffefs 
all  the  powers  and  properties  they  claim''; 

and 

"  had  only  a  vifionary  reprofen ration  of  the  kingdoms  of  the 
•'  world,  it  was  necdlels  to  take  him  into-an  exceeding  high 
•*  mountain,  or  even  into  any  mountain  at  all."  Notice 
was  taken  of  this  objedlion  above,  p,  28,  at  the  end  of  note  ^ 
Rev.  xxi.  10,  is  there  cited,  in  order  to  fhew,  that  St.  John 
%vas  in  like  manner  carried  to  a  high  mountain,  to  give  him 
a  profpeft  of  Jerufalem.  E'/ekiel  alfo  fays,  ch.  xl.  2.  in  the 
'vifioHS  of  God  brought  he  vie  into  the  land  of  Ifrael,  and  fct  tne 
upon  a  'very  high  mountain,  by  -luhich  n.vas  as  the  frame  of  a  city 
on  the  fouth.  Will  you  here  objedl,  that  it  was  needlefs  to 
take  St.  John  or  Ezekiel  to  any  eminence,  as  both  might  jull 
as  well  have  had  their  refpec^ive  vifions  on  a  plain  ?  Why  then 
is  it  made  an  objection  againll  the  vifion  of  Chrift,  that  he  is 
faid  to  be  carried  to  an  eminence  ?  But  in  reality,  neither  was 
jefus  Chrift,  nor  the  apoille  John,  nor  the  prophet  Ezekiel 
carried  to  any  mountain  ;  but  they  appeared  to  themfelves  to 
be  placed  upon  very  high  mountains,  which  gave  fomewhat  of 
the  appearance  of  nature  to  the  cxtenfivenefs  of  the  profpeds 
ihewn  them.  Accordingly  Lucian,  in  relating  his  dream, 
ufes  fimilar  language. 

f  See  above,  Seft.  i.  p.  11,  12,  13. 

s  See  above,  Seft.  i.  p.  35,  &c.  and  Seft.  4.  p.  96,  &c. 

*>  And  confequently,   if  the  devil  was  reprefented  as  hav- 
ing the  power  of  difpofing  of  the  empire  of  the  world  j    this 
I  repre- 
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and  the  mind  judges  concerning  things  ac- 
cording to  their  appearance  at  that  time  -, 
and  difcovers  the  very  lame  turn  and  temper, 
as  it  would  have  done,  if  the  objed;  had  been 
real,  and  not  imaginary.  Hence  it  is  that 
Chrift  does  not  difpute  the  devil's  claim  to 
the  difDofal  of  the  world.  The  offer  of  it  in 
thefe  circumdances,  appeared  to  proceed 
from  one  able  to  make  it  good  ;  and  there 
was  juft  the  fame  merit  in  rejeding  it,  as  if 
it  had  really  done  fo.  How  great  that  merit 
was,  may  be  judged  by  the  hrgenefs  of  the 
offer ;  which  was  nothing  lefs  than  the 
empire  and  glory,  not  of  jii^ea  only,  but  of 
the  whole  univerfe.  Thefe  objeds  were 
placed  before  Chrift  in  their  mofl;  alluring 
forms,  and  all  comprized  in  one  view,  fo  as 
to  ftrike  his  imagination  in  their  full  force. 
Neverthelefs,  the  propofal  was  rejeded,  the 
very  inftant  it  was  made  ;  and  not  without 
a  mixture  of  juft  indignation  :  Gef  thee  hence, 
Satan,  for  it  is  written,  ThouJIjalt  worjhip  the 
Lord  thy  God^  and  him  only  JJjalt  thou  ferve  \ 
This  reply  was  a  proof  of  the  moft  ffeadv 
and  exalted  piety. 

But  the  trial  and  difcovery  of  his  prefent 
temper,  was  not  the  dired  intention  of  this 

reprcfentation  of  him  would  appear  as  real  as  one  perfeftly 
conformable  to  his  true  nature.  See  the  Appendix,  N^.  VII. 
and  Vlir. 

*  Mat.  iv.  10. 

prophetic 
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prophetic  fcene  j  which  is  to  be  confidered 
as  a  pre-lignification  and  warning  of  the  Hke 
temptation,  to  which  he  was  to  be  expofed 
in  the  courfe  of  his  future  miniftry  ;  during 
which  he  was  called  upon  to  proftitute  him- 
felf,  with  all  his  miraculous  endov/ments,  to 
the  fervice  of  Satan,  for  the  fake  of  worldly 
honours.  The  yewifi  nation  expeded  their 
Mefliah  to  deliver  it  from  the  yoke  of  fer- 
vitude,  to  raife  it  to  a  pitch  of  grandeur  fu- 
perior  to  what  it  had  ever  enjoyed  under  their 
greatefl  monarchs,  and  to  extend  their  con- 
quefts  over  all  the  Heathen  nations,  to  the 
very  ends  of  the  earth.  As  thefe  were  the 
cxpedlations  which  the  ^Jews  entertained  ;  fo 
they  were  very  folicitous  that  Jefus  fhould 
anfwer  them,  and  would  have  done  every 
thing  in  their  power  to  promote  the  fuccefs 
of  fuch  an  undertaking.  They  even  would 
have  taken  him  by  force,  and  made  him  a 
king  ^.  And  it  is  certain,  that  had  his  mira- 
culous powers,  which  were  wholly  confe- 
crated  to  the  ereding  the  kingdom  of  God 
amongft  men,  been  employed  in  paving  his 
way  to  fecular  honour,  he  might  not  only 
have  efcaped  fufferings  and  death,  but  eafily 
afcended  the  throne  of  the  univerfe.  How 
readily   would   not  only   the  Jews,   but  all 

^  John  vi.   15. 

Other 
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other  nations  have  repaired  to  the  ftandard 
of  a  prince,  who  by  a  miracle,  by  a  word  or 
lilent  volition  only,  could  provide  for  his 
own  armies',  or  deftroy  thofe  of  his  ene- 
mies"'; and  under  whom  therefore  they 
might  hope  for  all  the  rewards,  without  the 
ufual  toils  and  hazards,  of  military  atchiev- 
ments  ?  How  eafily  might  he,  who  com- 
manded from  a  fiih  that  tribute  he  was  to 
pay  to  the  temple,  have  inriched  himfelf  and 
his  followers  with  all  the  treafures  of  the 
world  ?  *'  Why  then,"  it  might  have  been 
fuggefled  to  him,  *'  inflead  of  fpending  your 
**  life  in  affli(ftion,  and  then  ending  it  upon 
**  the  crofs ;  will  you  not  ufe  your  power 
**  for  your  own  benefit,  to  deliver  yourfelf 
**  from  mifery,  and  make  yourfelf  mailer  of 
"  the  world  ?"  But  this  temptation  did  not 
at  any  time  prevail  over  our  Lord,  notwith- 
ftanding  the  defire  of  honour,  wealth  and 
dominion  is  natural  to  every  human  mind, 
and  however  innocent  in  itfelf,  is  with  greater 
difficulty  than  any  other  fubjedled  to  the 
controul  of  reafon  and  confcience ;  and  not- 
withftanding  iiniverfal  empire  carrier  with  it 
charms  almofl  irrefiftible,  efpecially  to  noble 
and  heroic  minds,  confcious  cf  their  fuperior 
wildom   and   abilities,  and  an   intention    to 


J  John  vi.  II  — 13.  »"  Ch,  xviii.  6.  ch,  ii,  jj. 


em  '"iloy 
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employ  their  power  to  the  true  ends  for 
which  it  is  beftowed.  If  any  thing  can 
heighten  the  virtue  of  defpifing  worldly 
greatnefs,  when  it  comes  in  competition 
with  our  duty ;  it  is  the  being  pradifed  in 
circumflances  of  indigence,  fuch  as  are  in- 
finitely beneath  that  rank  to  which  our  merit 
entitles  us.  And  therefore  to  refufe,  as  our 
Saviour  did,  grandeur  and  royalty,  and  uni- 
verfal  empire,  while  he  was  more  deftitute 
of  the  accommodations  of  life,  than  even 
the  beads  of  the  field,  or  birds  of  the  air ", 
and  was  ftruggling  with  poverty,  reproach 
and  perfecution  in  the  caufe  of  God,  and 
had  death  itfelf  in  certain  profpedt  before 
him,  (all  which  evils  might  have  been 
avoided  by  a  mifapplication  of  his  miraculous 
powers,)  was  the  higheft  a(ft  of  virtue  that 
humanity  could  exhibit. 

Having  endeavoured  to  fhew,  by  a  diftin(ft 
examination  of  the  feveral  fcenes  of  this  vi- 
fion,  that  each  of  them,  while  it  contained 
the  propofal  of  a  prefent  and  urgent  tempta- 
tion, was  a  fymbohcal  prediction  and  repre- 
fentation  of  fuch  trials  as  he  was  to  undergo 
in  the  courfe  of  his  future  miniftry  j  I  would 
add,  that  the  account  which  has  been  given 
of  it  in  this  latter  view,  will  be  confirmed  by 


«  Mat.  viii.  20. 


refiefting 
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refleifting  on  the  peculiar  propriety  of  it  irt 
fuch  a  view,  at  this  feafon.  Chrift  had  been 
very  lately  confecrated  to  the  high  office  of 
the  Meffiah  by  the  baptifm  of  his  illuftrious 
fore-runner,  and  at  the  fame  time  inverted 
and  confirmed  in  this  office  by  a  voice  from 
heaven,  and  amply  qualified  for  it  by  an  un- 
limited communication  of  the  Spirit  of  God  ; 
and  he  was  jufl  going  to  enter  upon  the 
public  execution  of  it.  No  fooner  did  the 
Spirit  of  God  defcend  upon  him,  than  he 
felt  the  efFeds  of  his  prefence  and  infpira- 
tion  'y  for  he  was  brought  into  a  wildernefs 
by  a  prophetic  illumination  of  his  mind,  in 
a  vifion  or  fpiritual  rapture.  In  this  ftate  he 
continued  forty  days  and  forty  nights  to- 
gether 'y  a  divine  power,  during  this  whole 
fpace  of  time,  both  fupporting  liim  without 
food,  and  proteding  him  from  the  dangers 
of  the  v/ildernefs,  (fuch  was  the  place  where 
he  now  was  in  perfon  as  well  as  the  fcene  of 
his  vifion.)  Hereby  he  had  an  opportunity 
of  preparing  "^  himielf   for   his   miniflry  by 

receivinp; 

°  Whether  he  had  now  an  opportunity  of  exercifing  any 
extraordinary  devotion,  I  will  not  undertake  abfolutely  to  de- 
termine ;  the  text  making  exprefs  mention  only  cf  his  falling. 
In  ether  cafes,  falling  was  feldom  feparated  from  prayer, 
when  perfons  were  fet  apart  to  facred  offices,  Afts  xiii.  2,  3, 
ch.  xiv.  23.  compare  Mat.  xvii.  21.  And  why  might  not 
the  revelations  Chrift  now  received  from  God,   both  leave 

K    .;  loom 
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receiving  new  communications  from  God  % 
particularly  a  revelation  of  the  Chriftian 
dodtrine,  which  he  v/as  no^N  ajiointed  by  the 
Spirit  to  preach  *",  When  the  forty  days 
were  expired,  the  viiion  was  clofed  by  a  pre- 
didiion  and  prefiguration  of  the  trials  he  was 
to  combat,  in  the  execution  of  that  great 
office  he  was  about  to  undertake.  Now 
what  could  be  more  wifely  adapted  to  his 
circumftances  at  this  time,  than  fuch  repre- 
fentations '  ?    The  view  given   him   of  the 

room  for,  and  even  give  occafion  to  the  exercifes  of  his 
devotion  ? 

p  Thus  Mofes  continued  in  the  mount  for  the  fpace  of  forty 
days  without  the  ufe  of  food,  receiving  inftrudlions  from 
God,  Exod.  xxxiv.  27,  28,  and  making  intercefRon  for  the 
Ifraelites,   Deut.  ix.  18. 

q  Luke  iv.  18. 

'  In  order  to  difcern  the  propriety  and  neceffity  of  this 
revelation  ;  we  are  to  recolleft,  that  Chrift's  fupernatural 
knowledge  was  communicated  to  him,  as  occafion  required, 
by  the  Holy  Ghoft,  under  whofe  condudl  he  continually 
afted,  while  he  lived  upon  earth.  Luke  i v.  18.  //  is  not 
uftreafonable  tp  fuppofe  (fays  Archbifliop  Tillotfon,  Vol.  IX. 
p.  273.)  that  the  dinjine  njji/dom,  rujhich  d^juelt  in  our  Saviour^ 
did  communicate  it/elf  to  his  human  foul  according  to  his  pleafure. 
•And  if  this  be  not  admitted ;  hoiu  can  ive  underfland  that 
paffage  concerning  our  Sa^oiour,  Luke  ii.  52.  That  Jefus  grenxj 
in  ijjifdom  and  fiature  ?  Grotius  on  Mark  xiii.  32,  fpeaks  to 
the  fame  efFeft,  Videtur  mihi,  ni  meliora  docear,  hie  locus 
non  impie  pofle  exponi  liunc  in  modum,  ut  dicamus  divinam 
fapientiam  menti  human.x  Chrifti  effeftus  fuos  impreffi/Te  pro 
temporum  ratlone.  And  Beza,  on  Luke  ii.  52,  obferves, 
Imo  &  ipfa  3-«o7«T^  plenitude  itit  prout  k  quatcnus  ipfi 
IJbuit,  hiimanitati  affumta;  infmuavit. 

2  tempta- 
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temptations  of  his  fucceeding  minlilry,  was 
highly  proper  to  afford  him  an  opportunity 
of  arming  hlmfclf  with  refolution  to  en- 
counter them  '  3  while  the  honours  he  had 
fo  lately  received,  lerved  to  fupport  him 
under  the  firft  fliock  of  fuch  difcoilrag-inn: 
profpeds.  And  when  could  it  be  lb  fit,  to 
llate  the  ends  to  which  his  miraculous  power 
was  to  be  applied,  and  the  limits  within 
which  it  was  to  be  confined,  as  at  the  feafon 
when  he  was  called  forth  to  exert  it  ?  He 
had  a  power  of  performing  all  forts  of  mi- 
racles at  pleafure,  by  a  fovereign  all- com- 
manding word  ;  and  by  an  unlimited  exer- 
tion of  this  power,  he  might  have  efcaped 
every  perfonal  evil,  conquered  the  m.ofl: 
vicious  prejudices  of  his  enemies,  and  ex- 
tended his  fame  and  empire  to  the  utmofl- 
limits  of  the  world.  But  this,  he  is  here 
fhewn,  would  have  been  taking  part  with 
Satan,  or  a  criminal  mifapplication  of  the 
power  of  miracles.  This  power  he  was  not 
to  ufe,    to  gratify  any   feparate  inclination. 


*  Afts  ix.  I  6.  J  -TviilJ^e-iv  him  (Saul,)  hoi-o  great  thhigs  he 
vu'j}  fuffer  for  my  fake.  Saul,  like  Chriil,  continued  for  feme 
days  farting,  and  without  having  any  communication  with 
external  objefls ;  like  Chrift,  he  alfo  received  vifions  and 
revelations  from  God,  and  particularly  a  revelation  of  his 
future  fufferings,  as  a  preparation  for  his  publick  miniHry  :  at 
the  fame  time  engaging  in  the  exercifes  of  devotion. 
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or  promote  any  private  intereft  of  his  own, 
but'  was  to  adl  on  all  occaiions  in  perfe<ft 
correfpondence  to  the  views,  and  in  com- 
pliance with  the  will  of  his  Father'.  Ac- 
cordingly he  never  undertook  a  fingle  miracle 
from  his  own  motion  alone  ',  without  fome 
previous  addrefs  to  God",  and  without  an 
immediate  warrant  and  diredlion  from  him. 
And  laitly,  iince  at  this  time  he  was  declared 
to  be  the  Mcffiah,  to  whom  the  antient  pro- 
phecies had  promifed  a  power  and  dominion, 
boundlefs  both  in  extent  and  duration  ;  which 
the  jews  univerfally  imagined  would  have 
been  ellabiiihed  in  this  world,  upon  the  ruins 
of  all  the  kingdoms  of  it  :  how  neceffary 
was  it  to  explain  the  true  nature  of  that  dil^ 
penfatlon  or  kingdom  he  was  going  to  erect  ? 
The  kingdom  of  the  MelTiah  could  not  be 
of  this  world,  but  muft  be  of  a  fuperior 
kind  ;  Iince  he  was  to  rife  to  the  polieiiion 
of  it  by  a  contempt  of  earthly  grandeur,  by 
a  fuperiority  to  every  thing  which  the  world 
either  admires  or  dreads.  On  the  whole 
then  it  appears,  that  this  vifion  contained 
a  plan  of  Chrift's  future  miniilry  ;  hnce 
he   palled   through   all    the   fcenes  which  it 

f  John  V.   19,  2C,  30. 
"  V/hen  going  to  raife  Lazarus,   Jefos  faid,   Father,  I  than': 
thee  that  thou  hnj}  heard  vie.     Jud  I  kne^M  that  then  kcarejl  mc 
ALWAYS.    John  xi.  41,42.    Compare  Mat.  xxvi.  53. 

repre- 
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reprefents,  and  conftantly  a^^ed  upon  the 
maxims  here  eftabliOied  :  and  that  the 
argument  drawn  from  the  correfpondence 
between  this  vifion  and  the  fublcquent  , 
miniftry  of  Chrift,  to  fhew  that  the  former 
was  a  deligned  reprefentation  of  the  latter, 
is  much  confirmed  by  the  feafon  of  this 
vifion  ;  which  was  juft  when  the  plan  on 
which  it  was  formed,  was  going  to  be 
carried  into  execution.  Having  thus  at- 
tempted to  explain  the  true  nature  and  in- 
tention '  of  Chrifl's  temptation,  I  iliall 

SECTION     V. 

CLOSE  this  inquiry  with  the  three  fol- 
lowing obfervations. 
I.  This  account  of  the  temptation  of  Chrift, 
obviates  all  the  objedtions  made  to  the  com- 
mon interpretation,  and  juilifies  the  wifdom 
of  God  in  this  difpenfation.  It  is  not  a 
feries  of  external  occurrences,  fome  of  them 
abfurd  and  impoffible,  all  of  them  ufelefs 
and  improbable,  which  is  here  related  ;  but 
an  internal  vifion  :    and  this  is  afcribed  not 

^  The  whole  of  what  has  been  urged  in  this  feftlon,  to 
ihew  the  wife  and  benevolent  defign  of  this  vihon  ;  confirms 
all  the  arguments,  which  had  been  ufcd  to  prove,  that  God 
was  the  author  of  it  ;  and  fupplies  a  new  and  unanfwerable 
objedtion  againft  the  opinion  of  thofe,  who  afcribe  it  to  the 
agency  of  Satan. 
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to  a  diabolical,  but  to  a  divine  agency ,- 
agreeably  to  its  inflrudive  and  beneficial 
defign  and  tendency.  The  feveral  fcenes  of 
which  it  is  compofed,  do  each  of  them 
contain  a  real  trial,  fiich  as  occalioned  a  very 
bright  difpky  of  the  virtue  and  piety  of  our 
Redeemer ;  and  yet  he  was  not  accelTary  to 
his  own  temptation,  the  mind  being  paffive 
as  to  all  the  fcenes  which  are  prefented  to  it 
in  a  vifion.  But  upon  the  common  hypo- 
thefis,  there  was  no  temptation  at  all  ^ ;  and 
if  there  had  been  any,  his  being  cxpofed  to  it 
was  the  matter  of  his  own  choice "".  If, 
befides  the  probationary  nature,  we  take 
into  our  account  the  fymbolical  defign  of 
this  vifion,  it  was  a  proper  preparation  for 
that  important  office,  with  which  Chrifi; 
was  now  invefled.  With  what  divine  fkiil 
are  the  fcenes  of  this  vifion  framed,  fo  as 
to  anfwer  both  thefe  purpofes  ?  What  jufi: 
ground  then  do  they  afford  for  cenfure  ? 

Should  it  feem  ftrange  to  any,  that  God 
fliould  in  this,  and  in  fo  many  other  infi:ances, 
reveal  his  will  by  emblems  and  fvmbolical 
atTtions  :  let  it  be  remembered,  that  this  was 
done  in  condefcenfion  to  the  capicities  and 
ways  of  men.  For  in  the  eallern  niUions, 
and  amongft  the  Jcn's  in  particular,  it  was 

'/  See  above,  Sc6l.  i,  p.  3 — 13.  z  P.  14,  &c. 
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ufual  to  in(lru6t  by  adlions  as  well  as  words ; 
by  fuch  adions  as  were  eafy  figns  of  the  par- 
ticular inftrudion  they  were  defigned  to  im- 
part, and  ferved  to  convey  it  into  the  mind 
with  greater  force  and  a  ftronger  impreffion, 
than  a  more  plain  mode  of  information  would 
have  done.  And  as  adions  may  infpire  and 
imprefs  fentiments  with  equal  advantage, 
whether  they  are  really  performed,  or  only 
reprefented  to  the  imagination  in  a  vifion'j 
fo  God  made  ufe  of  either,  as  he  faw  fit; 
communicating  his  mind  fometimes  by  real 
adions,  and  at  other  times  by  fenlible  figns 
and  images  ^  impreffed  upon  the  imagination. 
And  what  figns  or  emblems  could  be  more 

•  This  will  readily  be  allowed  in  the  prefent  cafe,  and  in 
;ill  others,  where  nothing  was  aimed  at  beyond  the  inftrudion 
of  the  prophet.  But  the  fame  method  was  ufed,  when  the  in- 
ftruftion  was  defigned  to  be  conveyed  by  him  to  the  people. 
The  prophets  in  this  cafe  were  required  to  relate  their  dreams 
or  vifions  to  the  people,  Jer.  xxiii.  28,  29.  Ezek.  xi.  24,  25  ; 
and  as  their  vifions  were  of  a  parabolical  nature,  they  ferved 
the  fame  purpofes  as  parables  do.  The  relation  of  them  was 
more  lively  and  affefting,  than  the  bare  naked  inftrudlion 
they  contained,  would  have  been. 

i*  I  am  fpeaking  here  only  of  the  general  intention  of  this 
mode  of  information.  For  the  fymbols  of  a  vifion,  when  they 
referred  to  future  events,  like  fome  of  Chrifl's  prophetic  pa- 
rables, were  fometimes  defigned  to  <veil  the  truth,  rather 
than  to  illuftrate  it ;  to  infinuate  gently  and  gradually  what 
it  was  not  proper  to  reveal  clearly  at  the  time  the  prophecy 
was  delivered,  which  the  event  would  afterwards  fufilciexitly 
explain, 
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apt  and  fignificant,  than  thofe  we  have  been 
examining,  or  better  adapted  to  anfwer  the 
end  propofed  by  them  ? 

If  the  account  here  given  of  this  matter, 
be  indeed   both  juft  and  rational ;  then  it  is 
obvious  to  refle<fl,  how  cautious  the  adver- 
faries   of  the    Gofpel    fhould   be   in  taking 
offence  at  any  particular  paffages  in  it,  which 
may  have  been  injudicioufly  explained;  and 
how  cautious  Chriftians  (liould  be  in  giving 
offence,    by  hally  interpretations  of  it;    left 
many  taking  occafion  from  the  abfurdity  of 
the  explication,   (liould  be  tempted  to  rejedt 
the  Gofpel  itfelf.     The  difficulties  fuppofed 
to    lye   againft   the   belief  of  the  Chriftian 
religion   are   wholly   of  this  fort,  owing  to 
certain  pailages  in  the  facred  writings  mifun- 
derilood  and  mifappiied.     Our  Saviour  com- 
plains cf  the  Sadducees,  that  they  rejeded  the 
dodrines  of  revelation,  for  want  of  having 
a  juft  idea  of  them,  and  of  the  writings  which 
contained  them  :    Te  do  err,  not  knowing  the 
Jcriptures".    They  went  upon  the  fuppofition, 
that  the  prevailing  and  eftablidied  dodrine  of 
the   JewjJJj    church    concerning    the    refur- 
redion,«and  the  fenfual  gratifications  con- 
fequcnt   upon  it,  was  true  ;  and  then  con- 
sidered the  cafe  of  the  feven  brothers,  who 

«=  Mat.  xxii.  20. 
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had  all  in  their  turns  married  the  fame 
woman,  as  an  unanfvverable  obje(5tion  againil 
it.  But  there  was  no  colour  for  their  ob- 
J€(flion,  in  any  thing  taught  concerning  the 
dodrine  of  a  refurredtion  in  the  facred 
writings;  and  had  they  formed  their  judg- 
ment by  thefe,  the  objediion  would  never 
have  been  thought  of.  In  like  manner,  in 
the  prefent  age,  many  form  their  notions  of 
the  Scriptures,  not  fo  much  by  the  Scriptures 
themfelves,  as  by  received  interpretations  : 
and  becaufe  others  put  fuch  a  meaning  upon 
them  as  is  attended  with  unanfwerable  diffi- 
culties, they  immediately  rejed  them  as  in- 
credible and  indefenfibie  ;  for  want  of  know- 
ing the  Scriptures,  and  diflinguifhing  be- 
tween what  is  really  contained  in  the  divine 
word,  and  what  is  the  offspring  of  human 
weaknefs  and  prejudice. 

II.  The  account  which  has  been  given  of 
the  temptation  in  the  wildernefs,  ferves  to 
exalt  the  charader  of  Chrift,  and  to  confirm 
our  faith  in  his  divine  miiTion. 

What  honour  hereby  accrues  to  the  cha- 
radler  of  Chrifl,  appears  in  fome  meafure 
from  the  view  we  have  taken  of  the  feveral 
fcenes  placed  before  his  mind,  whether  con- 
fidered  as  refpeding  his  prefent  trial,  or  the 
ftiture  difiicullies  of  his  miniflry.     We  have 

already 
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already  furveyed  him  as  ftruggling  with  all 
manner  of  hardlTiips,   and  triumphing  over 
them   by   a  luperior   principle  of  piety  and 
goodnefs.     I  would  only  obferve  farther,  that 
the    clear  'foreknowledge   which    Chrift   had 
from   the  beginning    of  all   the    trials    and 
lufferings  he  was  to  undergo  in  the  execution 
of  his  office,  adds   the  highefl  luftre  to  his 
chara(5ter.     He  was  not  ignorant  what  difh- 
culties  attended  the  work  he  was  now  under- 
taking, nor  was  he  furprized  into  one  fuffer-^ 
ing  after  another,  without  any  previous  warn- 
ing ;  but  before  he  began  his  miniftry,  fore- 
faw    all    the  evils   with   which   he  was   to 
combat,    the   very  worft  to   which  human 
nature  is  liable.     He  knew  he  was  to.  fpend 
his  life  in  want  and  contumely,   and  then 
finifli   it    upon    the    crofs.      And   having   a 
natural  fenfe  and  dread  of  difgrace  and  fuffer- 
in^'^,  the  profped  of  them  made  a  very  deep 
impreffion  upon  his  mind.     But  the  cleareft 
foreknowledge,   and  the  deepefb  impreffion 
of   the    difficulty    and    terror   of    the    taflc 
affigned  him,  could   not  prevent  him  from 
undertaking  it.       Nothing   could  damp  the 
ardour  of  his  benevolence  and  piety.     The 
refolution   and   firmncfs    which   thofe   prin- 
ciples infpired,  was  not  to  be  ffiaken. 

This  vifion  conlidered  under  the  view  of 
a  prcdid^ion  and  prefiguration  of  the  trials  of 
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Ghrlft's  future  miniftry,  prevents  all  fufpicion 
of  impoflure,  and  eftabliOies  our  faith  in  his 
divine  n:iiffion.  How  forward  foever  enter- 
prizing  and  profligate  men  may  be,  to  make 
falfe  pretences  to  a  divine  commifTion  and  re- 
velation, in  order  to  ferve  the  ends  of  worldly 
policy  and  ambition  ;  yet  no  impoftor  would 
ever  make  pretences  of  this  kind,  if  he  previ-. 
oufly  knew  that  he  (hould  meet  with  nothing 
but  fufterings  and  death  as  his  reward.  We 
find  the  true  prophets  of  God,  not  with  (land- 
ing their  immediate  call  from  heaven,  enter- 
ing upon  their  office  with  great  rel usance  % 
on  account  of  the  difficulty  and  danger  at- 
tending the  faithful  difcharge  of  it.  For  of 
all  employments  none  are  fo  hazardous,  as 
that  of  bearing  teftimony  againft  popular  and 
long  eftabliffied  prejudice  and  vice,  which  arc 
more  eafily  exafperated,  than  extirpated,  and 
always  aim  at  the  ruin  of  thofe  who  attempt 
a  reformation.  With  regard  to  our  Saviour, 
he  had  a  diftindl:  and  certain  foreknowlege 
of  that  long  train  of  fufferings  he  was  to  pafs 
through,  and  which  were  to  be  clofed  by  a 
violent  and  ignominious  death  upon  the 
crofs.  And  his  peculiar  charader  increafed 
the  bitternefs  of  thefe  evils,  and  rendered  the 
iew  of  them  more  formidable,  than  they 
ould  otherwife  have  been.     He  challenged 

*  Exod.  iv.  13.  Jerem.  i.  6,  7,  8. 
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a  charader  of  tranfcendent  dignity,  and  a 
peculiar  relation  to  the  Father,  as  his  only 
begotten  and  beloved  Son  ;  and  yet  was  to 
live  in  a  flate  of  abafement  and  afflidion, 
like  the  meaned  and  moft  miferable  of  the 
children  of  men.  He  was  invefted  with 
authority  over  all  the  laws  of  nature,  which 
he  difplayed  continually  for  the  conviction 
and  benefit  of  mankind  ;  but  it  was  never 
to  be  employed  for  his  own  perfonal  ad- 
vantage j  no,  not  in  protecting  himfelf  from 
indigence,  or  injury,  or  death.  He  was  the 
great  Meffiah,  the  glorious  prince  and  re- 
deemer promifed  by  God  i  and  yet  he  was 
to  renounce  the  offer  of  worldly  empire, 
which  was  accounted  by  the  v^'hole  yewiJJj 
nation  to  be  efTential  to  that  charader.  Nay, 
tliofe  fulTerings  which  do  fo  much  credit  to 
other  prophets,  greatly  injured  his;  becaufe 
they  were  judged  inconfiflent  with  his  claims, 
and  the  prcdidions  concerning  him.  His 
very  death,  which  is  the  flrongeft  pledge  that 
buman  faith  can  give,  inflead  of  removing, 
lixed   upon  him  the  charge  of  impofiure  % 

v/ith 

*  Though  the  common  people  were  fo  eager  to  follow  Jefas 
during  the  courfe  of  his  miniitiy,  from  the  hope  of  his  aifum- 
ino-  a  temporal  kingdom,  Jolm  vi,  14,  15  ;  and  though  they 
received  him  with  hofannas  when  he  made  his  lafl:  publick 
entrance  into  Jeru/akm,  from  the  fame  hope,  Mat.  xxi.  8,  9  s 
yet  when  they  found,  that  his  enemies  had  feized,  tried,  and 
7  condemned 
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with  a  people  who  held  it  as  a  firft  prin- 
ciple, that  the  Mejjiah  was  to  abide  for  ever^.  . 
How  impoffible  then  is  it,  to  entertain  a 
fufpicion  concerning  the  truth  and  fincerity 
of  the  great  author  and  founder  of  our  reli- 
gion ?  From  what  motives  of  intereft  could 
he  aflume  the  charader  of  the  Meffiah,  when 
he  gave  notice  beforehand,   that   fufFerings 

condemned  him  to  death,  without  his  interpofing  for  his  own 
deliverance  ;   and  that  he  had  declared  in  terms,    that  his 
kingdom  was  not  of  this  world,   and  that  he  had  no  inten- 
tion of  refcuing  himfelf  out  of  the  hands  of  his  enemies, 
John  xviii.  36  ;    they  clamoroufly  demanded  his  crucifixion, 
and  perfifted  in   their  demand,   notwithftanding  the  utmofl 
endeavours  o^  Pilaie  to  fave  him.     If  there  were  any  who  did 
not  yet  defpair  of  his  being  the  Meffiah,   they  might  join  in. 
the  cry  againft  Jefus  the  more  readily,  in  order  to  force  him 
to  an  open  declaration,    and  miraculous  vindication  of  his 
character.     But  when   they  faw   him  adlually  nailed  to  the 
crofs,  the  common  people  could  aot  preferve  their  opinion  of 
him   any  longer;    they  were  as  forward  as  their  malicious 
rulers,  to  revile  Jefus  as  a  deceiver  and  impoflor ;    and  they 
urge   his   fufFerings   as  a  proof  that  he  was  fo.     The  faith 
even  of  his  own  difciples  was,  in  a  great  meafure,  now  loll  in 
defpair  ;   for  they  no  longer  confidered  him  as  the  perfcn  --vuho 
P?ould  redeem  Ifrael,  Luke  xxiv.  21.     The  difappointment  of 
the  common  expectation  of  a  temporal  empire,  was  not  only 
a  cruel  mortification  of  the  pride  and  ambition  of  the  Jeixijh 
people  ;   but  was  confidered  as  a  demonflration  of  the  falfe- 
hood  of  Chrill's  pretenfion  to  the  charader  of  the  Meffiah. 
In  this  latter  view,    (in  which  it  is  not  fo  commonly  attended 
to)    yet  more  than  in  the  former,  the  utter  difappointment  of 
the  Je^unlh  people,  v^hen  they  faw  "Chrif!;  in  the  hands  of  his 
enemies,  accounts  for  the  change  of  their  behaviour  towards 
him  at  that  feafbn, 
^  John  xii.   34. 

and 


[       142      ] 

and  death  were  all  the  reward  he  expeded 
upon  earth  ?   did  thofe  impoflors  who  fprang 
up  in  Jiidea   about  the  time  of  Christ,   adl 
on  fuch  principles  ?  juft  the  contrary.     Or 
did  any  deceiver  ever  make  his  undergoing 
a  violent  and  publick  death  by  the  hands  of 
his   enemies,    the  foundation  of  his  credit  ? 
and  would  Chrift,  if  he  had  not  been  a  truly 
divine  meffenger,   have  a6ted  thus  amongft 
thofe,  who  confidered  his  crucifixion  as  an 
unanfwerable    confutation    of    his    claims  ? 
There  is  not  the  leafl:  room  to  furmife,   that 
he  died  from  a  principle  of  vain  glory  ;  fmce 
his  death  expoi'ed  him  to  univerfal  infamy  j 
and  in  his  peculiar  circumftances,  muft  have 
blafted  his  reputation  for  ever,   if  God  had 
not  vindicated  it   by  raifmg  him  from,  the 
dead.    This  confideration,  while  it  heightens 
our   admiration  of  the  heroic  fortitude  and 
piety  of  the  Redeemer,  in  fubmitting  to  the 
infamy  of  a  publick  execution,  (a  trial  fmgu- 
larly  fcvere  in  the  prefent  cafe  !)  ferves  alfo 
fully  to  convince  us,   that  Chrill;  undertook 
the  office  of  the  Meffiah,  from  no  motive  of 
this  world,  but  from  a  firm  afiurance  of  a 
refurredion  to  a  flate  of  tranfcendent  glory  in 
another,  according  to  his  own  repeated  pre- 
di(ftions.      And    could   any   thing    but   the 
flrongefl  evidence  of  his  being  raifed  from 

the 
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the  dead,  and  exalted  to  heaven,  efface  the 
innpreffion  of  his  fufferings  upon  earth,  and 
engage  men  to  adore  as  their  Saviour  and 
MefTiah,  the  very  perfon  whom,  with  fo 
full  a  bent  of  their  under/landings  ^  and 
hearts,  they  had  crucified  as  a  blafphemer 
and  impoftor  ? 

III.  This  account  of  Chrift's  temptation, 
furniilies  ample  inflrudtion  and  confolation  to 
his  difciples,  under  thofe  manifold  and  great 
temptations  they  may  be  called  to  encounter. 
This  being  a  point,  which  has  been  often  and 
well  urged  by  many  pra(ftical  writers ;  will  be 
only  briefly  touched  upon.  But  it  may  be 
proper  to  obferve,  that  thofe  writers,  by 
abating  the  force,  nay,  deftroying  the  reality 
of  Chrift's  temptation  *  -,  rob  us  of  all  the 
pradical  improvement  of  it,  and  remove  the 
very  foundation  upon  which  the  comfort  and 
edification  of  Chriftians  fhould  be  built. 
Whereas  by  confidering  it  as  a  prophetic 
vifion,  in  which  things  are  reprefented  to  the 
mind  in  the  fame  manner  as  if  they  really 
happened,  and  that  reprefentation  anfwers  all 
the  ends  of  an  adual  performance ;  we 
maintain  the  reality  and  flrength  of  Chrift's 

8  See  above,   note  ^,  and  Luke  xxiii.  34.    i  Cor.  ii.  8. 
Afts  iii.  17.  ch.  xiii.  27. 

•»  As  was  (hewn  above,  Seft.  I.  p.  3,  &c. 

tempta- 
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temptation  *,  and  conlequently  fecure  all  the 
advantages,  which  are,  without  reafon, 
afcribed  to  the  common  hypothefis,  and  do 
properly  belong  to  this  interpretation  only. 

We  learn  from  this  hiilory,  that  human 
nature,  even  in  its  moft  perfedt  ftate,  and  in 
all  circumftances,  is  incident  to  temptations: 
that  a  pre-eminence  of  charader,  Ilation  and 
endowments,  is  attended  with  proportionable 
difficulties  and  dangers  :  that  thefe  trials  are 
no  figns  of  God's  difpleafure,  but  the  ap- 
pointments of  his  wifdom  and  goodnefs  for 
our  benefit,  the  means  of  brightening  our 
virtues,  and  of  rendering  our  future  crown 
more  illuftrious  :  that  the  beft  method  of 
refifting  and  vanquishing  temptations,  is  by 
the  affiftance  of  the  Spirit,  by  the  exercife  of 
purity  and  devotion,  by  arguments  drawn 
from  the  word  of  God,  and  by  yielding  im- 
mediately to  the  firll  and  unbiafTed  didates 
of  confcience,  without  dehberating  a  moment 
in  matters  of  plain  duty  ;  the  lead  delibera- 
tion in  fuch  cafes  being  a  fign,  that  the  heart 
is  already  fu^erved  from  virtue  :  and  that 
Chriftians  have  fufficient  encouragement 
from    the   tendernefs  and  fympathy   which 


i  Befides,  the  very  profpefl  which  Chriil  now  had  of  the 
difficulties  of  his  future  miniftry,  conftituted  a  great  trial;  as 
was  obCerved  above,  Seft.  IV.  p.  103. 

Chriil 
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Chrlfl  acquired  by  his  fufterlngs  ^  to  expect 
all  neceffary  fuccour  under  their  various  infir-  . 
mities  and  trials.     We  likewlfe  learn  from 
this    part   of   the    evangelical    hidory,    that 
when   we  are   fet  apart  to  fuch  offices,    as- 
hling along  with  them  an  obligation  to  duties 
of  peculiar  difficulty   and   importance,   and 
require  an   extraordinary  meafure  of  divine 
affiftance;   as  we  ought  to  confider  well  the 
great  weight  of  the  work  we  are  going  to 
engage  in,  take  a  full  view  of  the  difficulties 
we  fhall  meet  with  in  the  profecution  of  it, 
and  arm  ourfelves  with  refolution  to  undergo 
them  ;    fo    we    fhould,   by  fafting   and   the 
exercifes    of     an     extraordinary    devotion ', 
engage  the  divine  prefence  with  us  in  our 
arduous  undertaking.     And  laflly,  we  learn 
what  is  the  temptation,  which  prevails  with 
the  pretended  vicar  of  Chrifl:  to  corrupt  the 
true  religion  ^  and   this  is  the  defire  of  the 
kingdoms   of  this   world,  and   the  glory  of 
them,   of  which    the   pope    challenges  the 
difpofal,   and   with    the   offer  of  which   he 
allures  men  to  fall  down  and  pay  him  divine 
honours.      And   alas  !     in  all  comiminions, 
how  many   are   there   who  accouiit  that  the 
beft  religion,  which  mod  effedually  advances 
their  fecular  intereft  ?  how  many  are  tempted 

^  Heb.  ii.  14.  ch.iv,  15.         '  See  above,  p.  129,-  note  °. 
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to  deny  or  conceal  the  truth,  or  to  efpoufe 
fahliood,  by  a  fondnefs  for  power,  wealth 
and  popular  applaufe,  or  a  dread  of  poverty, 
reproach  and  perfecution  ?  whereas  no  man 
is  qualified  to  preach  the  gofpel,  or  indeed  to 
profefs  it,  who  is  not  fortified  againft  the 
temptations  of  eafe  and  affluence,  of  pride 
and  ambition  j  and  who  is  not  willing  to  take 
up  his  crofs  and  follow  Chrift.  A  hard 
faying  to  flefli  and  blood  !  But  the  captain 
of  our  falvation  has  given  us  an  example,  and 
fhewn  us  how  to  conquer.  He  bids  us  be 
courageous  in  our  combat,  becaufe  he  has 
overcome  the  world'";  and  will  not  fail 
therefore  both  to  affift  us  in  gaining  the 
victory,  and  to  reward  our  ftedfaflnefs  with 
a  crown  of  glory  that  fadeth  not  away.  Let 
us  contemplate  him  as  the  pattern,  not  only 
of  our  duty,  but  of  our  recompence.  He 
renounced  the  kingdoms  of  this  world  ;  but 
has  acquired  an  infinitely  more  noble  and 
extenfive  empire,  and  is  conftituted  the  lord 
and  judge  of  angels,  and  of  men.  Behold 
him  feated  at  the  right  hand  of  the  Majefty 
on  high,  on  purpofe  that  he  may  advance 
his  faithful  followers,  to  proportionate  degrees 
of  celeftial  honour.  We  cannot  faint  under 
difficulties,   while  we  liften  to  the  found  of 

">  John  xvi.  33. 

his 
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his  animating  voice,  auMrefTing  us  from 
heaven,  To  him  that  overcometby  'u:ill  I gra?it 
to  Jit  with  7ne  in  my  throne,  even  as  I  aljo  over- 
came,  and  am  Jet  down  'with  my  Father  in 
his  throne  \ 


"  Rev.  iii.  21, 
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APPENDIX     I. 

CONTAINING 

Some  farther  Observations  upon  the 
fubjedl  of  the  preceding  Inquiry, 
and  an  Anfwer  to  Objedions. 

F'^  ULLY  fenfible  as  I  was  from  the  be- 
ginning, that  the  argument  of  the  In- 
quiry  was  repugnant  to  the  ftrongeft  pre- 
podeffions  of  every  denomination  of  Chrif^ 
tians ;  yet  a  beHef  of  it's  importance  induced 
me  to  fubmit  it  to  publick  examination  :  not 
without  fome  hope,  that,  in  cafe  it  was  well 
fupported,  it  might  gradually  make  it's  way 
into  candid  and  ingenuous  minds  j  or  that,  if 
it  was  ill-grounded,  fome  friend  to  truth  , 
would  correct  my  miftakes,  and  place  the 
fubjedt  in  a  jufter  light.  The  fuccefs  which 
the  Inquiry  has  met  with,  has  exceeded  my 
expectations.  It  is  indebted  to  many  for 
their  candour'';  and  to  fome  who  are  uni- 

verfally 

*  The  learned  and  judicious  Spanheim,  at  the  fame  time 
that  he  pleads  for  the  literal  interpretation,  recommends  can- 
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verfally  ranked  amongft  the  moft  capable 
judges  of  the  fubje(fl,  for  their  approbation. 
This  has  incouraged  me  to  review  it,  and  to 
attempt  to  remove  the  objections  which  have 
been  urged  agamfl:  it ;  ftill  wifhing  it  may 
undergo  an  impartial  fcrutiny  by  the  publick, 
whatever  be  the  iffue.  I  have  ufed  great 
diligence  in  colleding  the  ohjedions,  to 
which  it  was  thought  to  be  liable.  And 
though  moft  of  them  are  in  fome  degree 
either  obviated  or  anfwered  in  the  firfl:  and 
fecond  editions  of  the  Inguiry,  and,  I  hope, 
more  fully  in  the  prefent**;  neverthelefs,  it 
may  not  be  improper  to  enter  on  a  farther 
difcuffion  of  fome  of  the  mod:  material  ones, 
as  it  may  lead  us  to  place  the  anfwers  in  a 
different  light,  and  to  make  fome  farther 
obfervations  on  the  general  fubjed:. 

I. 

But  firft  of  all  I  would  take  notice,  that 
the  publick  has  been  referred  to  Dr.  Clarke's 
difcourfes  on  Chrift's  temptation  %  as  con- 
dour  towards  thofe  who  rejedled  it,  from  thefe  two  confidera- 
tions  :  Quum  nee  res  fidei  fit,  nee  Scriptura  id  «t/ToA«^eJ 
definiat.    Dubia  Evangel,  dub.  55.  p.  247.    See  alfo  p.  244. 

''  The  notes  added  to  the  fecond  and  third  editions  would 
have  been  publiflied  feparately,  if  they  had  not  been  fo 
numerous,  as  to  make  it  neceflary  to  infert  them  in  the 
J/jjuirj,  for  the  eafe  and  convenience  of  the  reader. 

•=  They  are  the  93d  and  94th  Sermons,  Vol.  I.  p.  585, 
591.  fol.  ed. 

L  3  talning 
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taining  a  fl^tisfadory  folutlon  of  the  difficulties 
attending  the  literal  interpretation.  It  will 
therefore  be  necelTdry  to  examine  thofe 
difcourfes  ;  nor  will  it  be  improper  to  fubjoin 
a  few  obfervations  on  what  Dr.  Benfon  or 
others  have  written  more  lately  upon  the 
fame  fubjedt,  and  with  the  fame  view. 

With  regard  to  Dr.  Chirke,  I  readily  allow, 
that  fuch  were  the  abilities  and  learning  of 
that  celebrated  writer,  as  eminently  to  qualify 
liim  for  the  tafk  he  undertook.  And  had 
the  literal  interpretation  of  this  pafTage  of 
Scripture  been  capable  of  a  juft  defence,  it 
would  have  been  fuccefsfully  defended  by 
this  accomplifh'd  fcholar  and  critic.  If  he 
has  not  fucceeded,  we  may  fairly  prefume, 
that  the  fault  was  in  the  caufe,  rather  thari 
the  advocate. 

The  dodor  begins  with  obferving'',  f^at 
the  bijlory  of  our  Saviour  s  temptation^  is  a 
portion  of  Scripture,  in  which  there  are  fever al 
dijictiltiesy  that  deferve  particular  explication. 
And  then  fets  himfelf  to  explain  the  follow- 
ing ones:  ift.  Why  our  Saviour,  whom  the 
Scripture  elfewhere  declares  to  have  been  tempted 
in  all  points,  as  we  are,  only  without  fm ;  is 
yet  by  the  evangelifs  recorded,  as  having  been 
tempted  only  at  this  particular  time.    2dly,  Wh"^ 

-  P.  585. 
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eur  Saviour  continued  fo  long  in  the  folitary 
retirement  of  a  defert  place,  and  why  he  fajied 
through  all  that  /pace  of  forty  days.  3  d  1  y ,  Why 
our  Saviour,  who  had  power  over  unclean 
fpirits,  and  could  ca/l  out  devils  at  his  pleafure ; 
was  yet  pleafed  to  fuhmit  himfelf  and  condefcend 
fo  far,  as  to  be  tempted  at  all  by  the  enemy, 
4thly,  Why  the  tempter  would  at  all  ajjault  our 
Lord,  or  what  advantage  he  could  pojjibly  hope 
to  gain  over  him.  5thly,  and  laflly.  Since  we 
read  no  more  in  the  G  of  pels,  of  Chriji's  being 
tempted  after  this  ;  how  and  in  what  fenfe,  it 
is  f aid  by  St.  Luke,  at  the  conclufion  of  this 
hijiory  of  our  Lord's  temptation,  that  the 
tempter  departed  from  him^  only  for  a  feafon. 

Thefe  are  all  the  difficulties  which  Dr. 
Clarke  faw  fit  to  propofe  and  examine.  Whe- 
ther Tome  of  them  do  really  belong  to  the 
fubjedl;  and  whether  the  reft  are  fully  folved ; 
I  fliall  leave  to  others  to  determine.  Let  us 
fuppofe,  (what  many  however  would  very 
unwillingly  grant)  that  he  has  removed  all 
the  objedions  here  enumerated  5  there  are 
many  others  which  he  has  fuffered  to  pafs 
unnoticed.  He  did  not  obferve  or  has  pafTed 
over  in  lilence  moft,  if  not  all  thofe  which 
are  urged  in  the  Inquiry  %     Now  to  overlook 

a  diffi- 

«  Indeed  the  4th  difficulty  which  the  do6lor  undertakes  to 
explain,  correfponds  in  fome  degree  with  the  firll  objedlion  in 

t.  4  the 
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a  difficulty,  and  to  remove  it,  are  things 
widely  different.  It  may  be  faid,  perhaps, 
that  thofe  objed:ions  v/hich  to  others  feem 
very  confiderable,  appeared  to  him  too  trifling 
to  be  confidered.  And  I  acknowledge  can-, 
dour  would  oblige  us  to  prefume  this  to  be 
the  cafe,  with  regard  to  a  writer  of  luch 
fuperior  abilities,  and  luch  unqueftionable 
freedom  and  fairnefs  as  Dr.  Clarke,  if  there 
were  not  certain  proof  of  the  contrary.  It 
appears  from  his  other  writings,  that  he 
judged  one  of  the  objedions  to  the  hiftory  of 
Chrift's  temptation,  which  he  has  omitted 
in  his  fermons,  and  which  is  urged  in  the 
Inquiry^  to  be  unanfujerahle ;  I  mean  that 
drawn  from  the  devil's  fiewing  Chriji  all  the 
kingdoms  of  the  world  j  which  he  explains  by 
faying,  he  made  him  a  reprejentation  of  them  ^ 
And  thus  this  juftly  celebrated  v/riter,  like 
mod  other  writers  of  inferior  note  uDon  the 
fubjedt  of  Chrift's  temptation,  though  he  un- 
dertook to  vindicate  the  literal  interpreta? 
tion  J  found  himfelf  under  a  neceffity,  in  on© 
inftance  at  leaft,  of  receding  from  it. 

the  Inquiry,  p.  3.  But  the  dodlor  entirely  overlooks  the  main 
circumllance,  the  abfurdity  of  the  devil's  affaulting  Chrift  in, 
an  open  and  'vlfible  manner.  This  circumftance  is  likewiff 
dropt,  when  he  returns  an  anfwer  to  his  third  difficulty,  by 
xnifapplying  Heb.  ii.  14 — 18.  ch.  iv.  15.  See  the  Inquiry, 
p.  14—21. 

^  I'araphrafe  on  Mat.  iv.  8.  and  Luke  iv.  5. 

The 
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The  world  is  juil:  favoured  with  a  work  of 
the  late  reverend  and  learned  Dr.  Benfon^; 
and  it  may  reafonably  be  expedted,  that  fome 
notice  fliould  be  taken  of  what  fuch  a  writer 
has  advanced  upon  the  fubje(5l  under  confi- 
deration  ;  efpecially  as  he  has  treated  it  in 
an  elaborate  manner''.  He  rejed:s  the  fup- 
pofition  of  it's  being  a  dream  or  vifion* ;  and 
affirms,  that  i/je  evangelijh  fcem,  plaiJilyy  to 
have  reprefented  all  theje  things  as  hiflorical 
fa5ls  ^ ;  adding,  that  he  was  inclined  to  under- 
Jland  this  part  of  the  four  Gofpels,  as  literal, 
hijloricaly  truth  ;  or  an  account  of  what  a5lually 
happened^.  We  find,  however,  that  at  firft 
fetting  out,  he  began  to  feel  fome  douhtw^^o^ 
his  mind ;  for  thus  he  exprefles  himfelf  with 
regard  to  one  circumftance  of  the  hiftory, 
viz.  the  manner  of  Satan's  appearance  to 
Chrift  :  He  feems  to  have  appeared  unto  fefus, 
in  a  vifble  manner ^  at  leaf  /«  Vision  '.  As 
the  dodor  proceeds,  new  difficulties  come  in 
his  way  j  and  he  not  only  doubts,  but  denies 
the  truth,  and  even  the  poffibility,  of  the 
literal  interpretation.  It  is  i^npofjibky  (fays  he) 
from  thence  (that  is,  from  the  top  of  the  higheft 
mountain  upon  earth)  to  fee  the  length ,  breadth, 
and  fidl  extent,    of  any  one   large  kingdom^ 

g  7he  Hijiory  of  the  life  of  Chrift. 

»«  Chapter  ii.      >  P.  36.      ^  P.  37.      '  P.  32, 

much 
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much  lejs  all  the  kingdoms  of  this  worlds  and 
all  the  Jplendor  and  glory  of  them  "^^  And  not- 
vvithftanding  his  ov/n  inclination  to  under- 
iland  all  the  temptations  as  literal  hi/lorical 
truth,  he  honeftly  confeiles,  As  to  this  part  of 
the  reprefentationy  there  feems  to  be  a  necejjity  of 
having  recourfe  to  vifon  ;  or  rather,  to  afidfi- 
tioiis  fcene,  worked  up  by  diabolical  power  and 
art ".  Nay,  the  do6lor  lays  down  a  rule  of 
interpretation,  which  (in  my  apprehenfion) 
deftroys  all  that  he  has  advanced  in  favour 
of  the  common  hypothecs.  His  rule  is 
this,  viz.  We  Jhoiild  look  upon  every  thing  to  be 
literally,  or  hiftorically  true-,  but  where  there 
are  fome  circwnfiances  to  determine  us  to  in- 
terpret a  paff'age,  in  a  figurative  manner ;  and 
efpecially  where  the  literal  fenfe  would  lead  us 
into  jnanftfi  abfurdity  °.  Is  it  not  abfurd, 
that  is,  contrary  to  reaibn  and  experience, 
to  fuppofe  that  the  devil  can  hurry  men 
through  the  air  %  or  fo  much  as  appear  to  them 
in  a  vifible  manner  "^^  Were  it  not  for  the 
prejudices  of  education,  we  fliould  rank  thefe 
things  amongft  the  mod  glaring  repugnancies 
io  the  conftitution  of  the  univerfe,  and  as 
a  very  grofs  (though  undefigned)  impeach- 
ment of  the  wifdom  of  it's  fovereign  authoir 
and  lord. 

•♦  p.  39.  n   P.  38.  '    P.  39.  P   P.   35-  "*    P-  32. 
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I  will  t^ke  notice  of  one  thing  more  in  the 
dodor's  performance,  becaufe  he  feems  to  lay  • 
much  ftrefs  upon  it ;   though  it  has  been  al- 
ready confidered   in  the  Inquiry.     I  refer  to 
the  general  reafon  he  affigns  for  adhering  to 
the    literal  interpretation,   To  fay  the  truth, 
our  Lord's  re/ijling  thefe  temptatiov.s,  in  vifion 
only^   ivould  not,  in  my  opinion,   have  been  fo 
fnuch  to  his  honour,  fo  glorious  an  example  to 
his  dfciples,    nor  fuch  an  illuftrious  evidence, 
that  he  was  fuperior  to  all  the  temptations  of 
the  devir.     Soon  after  he  adds.  It  feems  to 
me  altogether  worthy  of  our  Lord's  high  and 
facred  character,    to   jna?jfefi   that   the  devil 
could  not,  by  any  temptation  whatever,  prevail 
with  Jefus  to  commit  the  leaf  fm  -,  even  when 
the  devil  was  permitted  to  take  his  own  way, 
place  him  in  what  ftuation  he  pleafed,    ajid 
attack  him,  in  fuch  manner,  and  in  fuch  cir~ 
cum/lances,   as  might  give  his  temptations  all 
pofjible  weight  or  force.     Whether,  fuppoling 
the  fcenes  to  be  vifionary,  they  conftituted 
any  proper  trial,  is  a  point  confidered  elfe- 
where' :  here  let  us  examine,  whether  upon 
the  doctor's  hypothefis,   the  temptations  of 
the  devil  had  all  pofjible  force,  or  any  force  at 
all.     In  explaining  the  firft  temptation,  he 
^ells  us,  our  Lord  was  not  ignorant,  who  the 

'  P.  37.  a  Appendix  I.  N?.  V. 
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pcrfon  ivas  that  accojicd  him  '.  Now  If  Chrift 
knew  Satan  from  the  beginning,  this  cir- 
cumflance,  our  moft  candid  adverfaries  allow, 
would  diminidi  the  force  of  all  his  tempta- 
tions. With  refpedt  to  the  third  and  lad 
temptation  in  particular,  Dr.  Benfon  calls 
it  the  greateji  of  them  all " ;  and  yet  accord- 
ing to  this  learned  writer,  Chrifl;  not  only 
knew  who  made  him  the  offer  of  all  king- 
doms of  the  world,  but  alfo  that  the  devil's 
claim  to  the  difpofal  of  them  was  arroganty 

llfurpedy    AND   INTIRELY  GROUNDLESS  ANp 

vain".  Now  even  to  the  warmeft  Ad- 
vocate for  the  literal  fcheme,  I  might  venture 
to  appeal,  whether  there  was.  the  leaji  force 
in  fuch  a  temptation.  The  Dodor  ad- 
mits, that  Chrifl:  knew  the  devil's  claim 
to  the  difpofal  of  the  world,  and  confequently 
the  devil's  promife  of  it  to  him,  to  be  intirely 
growidlefsy  and  therefore  that  it  could  not  in 
any  degree  be  fulfilled.  And  yet  as  if  Chrift 
had  known  the  very  contrary  to  be  true,  the 
Do(5lor  exclaims,  to  be  tempted^  at  oncCy  with 
all  the  kingdoms  of  the  world y  and  all  the  glory  of 
them  !  rmtjl  have  been  fuch  a  teniptationy  as  it 
can  hardly  enter  into  the  heart  of  many  to  conceive 
the  prodigious  and  almoji  irrefjiible  force  the^e-- 
of^,     I  own,  I  cannot  difcern  the  tempting. 

t  Dr.  Benfon's  life  of  Chrift,  p.  34. 

"  P.  33.  "^  P.  41.  y  P.  40. 
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force,  much  lefs  the  prodigious  and  aimojl  irre- 
Jijtible  force,  of  an  offer  of  nothing ;  or,  which 
is  the  fame,  of  fomething  which  the  perfon 
who  makes  it,  is  known  to  be  utterly  unable 
to  make  good.  The  meaneft  Have  of  vice 
would  turn  from  fuch  a  temptation  with 
fcorn.  Was  it  then  by  refifting  alTaults  of 
this  nature,  that  Chrift  was  to  manifeft  his 
fuperiority  to  all  the  temptations  of  the  devil, 
to  advance  his  own  honour,  and  to  fet  a  2I0- 
rious  example  to  his  difciples  !  And  was  it 
for  the  fake  of  fuch  triumphs,  that  the  laws 
of  nature  were  now  fufpended,  and  all  thofe 
wonderful  fcenes  which  the  Dodor  fo  affed:- 
ingly  defcnhes,  pre/ented  I?efore  our  Lord's  eyes, 
by  a  feries  of  miracles  ? 

Befides  Dr.  Benfon,  Dr.  Macknight  has 
lately  appeared  in  defence  of  the  hiftory  of 
Chrift's  temptation,  in  the  literal  fenfe  of  it. 
The  reafonings  of  this  gentleman  in  his  Com- 
mentary  upon  it,  I  have  carefully  examined  in 
my  obfervations  on  the  feveral  parages,  as 
they  occurred  in  the  Inquiry.  And  becaufe 
nothing  ought  to  pafs  unregarded ;  which  is 
advanced  by  this  able  and  judicious  writer  ; 
I  would  inform  the  reader,  that  in  his  Truth 
of  the  Go/pel  Hijiory^y  after  taking  notice  of 
piy  Ingidry,  he   affirms,  "  That  the  literal 

z  p.  1 7^ J  Jn  the  note. 
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fenfe  of  the  hiftory  of  the  temptation,  is 
agreeable  to  the  reprefentation  which  the 
Scriptures  liavc  given  us  of  the  agency  of  evil 
Spirits."  On  this  pallage,  I  would  make  the 
following  remarks,  j .  The  Inquiry  does  not 
controvert  the  agency  of  the  devil  and  other 
evil  Spirits  in  tempting  mankind  \  2.  Nor 
does  the  allowing  the  temptation  of  Chrifl:  in 
the  wildernefs  to  be  a  vilion,  contradi6t  the 
common  doflrine  concerning  the  agency  of 
evil  Spirits  in  propoling  temptations.  On 
the  contrary,  the  vifion  is  framed  agreeably 
to  this  hypothecs ;  the  image  of  the  great 
tempter  being  ufed  as  the  fymbol  and  emblem 
of  temptation  \  3.  In  order  to  fubvert  the 
principles  laid  down  in  the  Inquiry ^  it  is  ne- 
ceffary  to  eflablifh,  not  fome  agency  of  Satan 
in  tempting  mankind  in  the  general  courfe 
of  things,  but  the  correfpondence  of  fuch  a 
general  agency  to  the  literal  fenfe  of  this 
hiftory,  which  reprefents  him  ^s  appeari?jg  to 
Chrijl  in  a  vijible  form,  converjing  with  him 
openly i  and  conveying  or  accompanying  him  from 
place  to  place  in  a  Jenjlble  7namier.  But  this  is 
a  point  our  learned  author  has  not  attempted 
to  prove. 

Let  others  judge  of  the  force  of  the  ob- 
jections   againft    the    literal    interpretation  5 

*  See  the  Inquiry,  p.  ic6,  note  '. 
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with  refpecfl  to  myfelf,  having  in  vain  fought 
for  a  iatisfadory  folution  of  them,  from  thofe 
moft  capable  of  affording  it ;  I  ftill  find 
myfeif  under  a  necefiity  of  looking  out  for 
fome  different  explication.  And  none  ap- 
pearing to  me  fo  probable  as  that  fuggefled 
in  the  Inquiry ^  I  will  attempt  to  clear  it  from 
objedions. 

II. 

It  has  been  objeded,  "  That  if  this  part  of 
**  the  Gofpel  be  only  the  hiftory  of  a  vilion, 
**  the  fame  may  be  affirmed  concerning  every 
**  other  part  of  the  Gofpel.  The  v/hole  ac- 
**  count  of  our  Saviour's  miracles  in  parti- 
**  cular,  may  be  nothing  more  than  a  nar- 
"  rative  of  fo  many  vifions." 

This  objedion  manifeflly  proceeds  upon 
this  falfe  principle,  viz.  "  That  there  is  jufl 
the  fame  reafon,  for  affirming  the  miracles 
of  Chrifl  to  be  the  hiflory  of  what  was 
tranfaded  only  in  vilion,  as  there  is  to  affirm 
the  fame  concerning  his  temptations  in  the 
wildernefs."  If  there  be  a  juft  diflindion  in 
the  two  cafes,  the  objedion  falls  to  the 
ground.  It  has  been  fhewn,  that  neither 
the  nature  of  Chrifl's  temptations  did  admit, 
nor  the  ejid  propofed  by  them  require,  an 
outward  tranfadion  ;  and  alfo  that  the  hiflo- 
rians  have  clearly  intimated  by  many  circimi^ 
2  Jlancei 
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fiances  of  the  relation,  that  they  were  vlfio- 
nary  reprefentations  j  and  that  they  have  even 
pojitivcly  ajjcrted  them  to  be  fuch.  But  this 
reafoning  does  not  affeift  the  miracles  of  the 
Gofpel  :  for  they  are  all,  in  their  own  nature, 
poffible  to  the  power  to  which  they  are 
afcribed  ;  the  end  propofed  by  them,  the 
convidion  of  mankind,  required  an  ad:ual 
exhibition  and  performance  ;  all  the  circum^ 
fiances  attending  them,  the  reafonings  from 
them,  and  the  effeds  they  produced,  farther 
fhew  that  they  were  real  fads ;  and  the 
evangelifts  have  affirmed  that  they  were  per- 
formed openly,  and  in  the  moft  publick 
manner.  Thus  all  the  arguments  ufed  to 
prove  Chrift's  temptations  to  have  been 
vifions,  are  fo  far  from  warranting  the  fame 
conclufion  with  regard  to  his  miracles,  that 
they  demonftrate  the  contrary,  and  prove 
them  to  be  real  fads. 

I  moft  readily  allow,  that  the  literal  fenfe 
of  all  authors  ought  never  to  be  departed  from 
without  fome  jufl:  reafon  or  neceiTity ;  and 
that  very  great  injury  has  been  done  to  the 
Scripture,  by  making  thofe  parts  of  it  fym- 
bolical,  emblematical,  or  allegorical,  which 
were  defigned  to  be  underftood  literally. 
This  is  fetting  afide  the  genuine  word  of 
God,  and  fubftituting  in  the  room  of  it  the 

infinitely 
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infinitely  various  fidions  of  the  hrtman  imagi- 
nation. With  this  fault,  the  antient  writers'', 
of  the  Chriftian  church  have  been  frequently, 
and  juftly  charged.  Origen,  and  (in  their 
younger  years)  Jerome  and  Auguftin,  though  . 
they  did  not  abfolutely  rejed:  the  Hteral  fenfe 
of  Scripture  ;  yet  led  men  to  negled:  and 
undervalue  it  as  low  and  trivial,  by  the  pre- 
ference they  gave  to  myftical  interpretations. 
But  may  we  not  be  guilty  of  equal  abfurdity, 
and  do  as  great  prejudice  to  the  Scripture, 
by  adhering  to  the  letter  unreafonably,  as  by 
unreafonably  departing  from  it  ?  When  our 
Saviour  fpeaks  o^  eating  his  JleJJj,  and  drinking 
his  blood  \  are  we  to  underftand  him  literally, 
as  the  Jews  did  ?  He  himfelf  has  told  us, 
that  his  words  are  Jpirit,  to  be  interpreted 
figuratively  or  fpiritually.  On  other  occa- 
fions  he  ufes  the  like  ftyle,  and  calls  himfelf 
the  door  of  the  fieep,  the  bread  which  came 
down  frojn  heave?:,  and  the  true  vine  y  leaving 
it  to  common  fenfe  to  explain  his  rpeaning. 
In  a  word,  there  is  no  book  contains  a  greater 
variety  of  matter  than  the  Bible.  And 
though    many    have  pleaded,    "   That    the 

^  The  Chrijiiati  Fathers,  in  allegorizing  the  Scripture,  feem 
to  have  copied  (as  Philo  and  other  learned  Jen.-os  before  them 
had  done)  the  method  of  the  Greeks,  in  explaining  their 
myfteries.  See  Le  Clerc's  Hid.  Ecclef.  p.  24.  and  compare 
Dr.  Lightfoot's  works,  Vol.  I.  p,  373. 
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'*  vifions  rel;^ted  in  Scripture,  occur  anly  In 
**  ihtp?-ophetic(il  books,  not  in  the  bijlorical  i" 
yet  it  appears  from  the  inflances  cited  in  the 
Inquiry  %  (to  which  many  more  might  be 
added,)  that  even  the  bijlorical  books  relate 
parables,  fables'^,  revelations  or  mental  illu- 
minations and  vifions,  as  v/ell  as  plain 
dodrines,  and  outward  events.  And  the 
prophetical  books,  not  excepting  Ezekiel,  and 
the  Revelation  of  St.  John,  have  fome  inter- 
mixture of   real   fads    with   the  hiftory    of 

«  P.  34,  3j,  36,  37,  49,  95,  &c.  See  alfo  1  Kings  xxii. 
19  —  22.  cited  betow,  N**.  III.   note^. 

••  T he  trees  nvent  forth  on  a  time  to  anoint  a  king  ot'er  thein^ 
and  they  /aid,  &c.  Judges  ix.  8 — 15.  Now  to  borrow  the 
reafoning  fo  often  employed  againll  the  Inquiry^  "  We  hwve- 
"  as  little  reafcn  to  cfirm,  from  the  fyle  of  the  facred  ivr iter ^ 
•'  and  the  tnanner  of  his  exprejjjons,  that  this  is  a  parable,  as 
•'  we  have  to  affirm  that  the  miracles  of  Chrift  were  mere 
"  parables  :  both  are  equally  defcribed  as  real  fa£ts,  with- 
"  out  any  the  leaft  intimation  of  the  contrary."  But  who 
does  not  fee  the  abfurdity  of  this  reafoning  ?  Experience 
informs  us,  that  trees  neither  walk  nor  fpeak.  And  the 
fame  experience  as  certainly  informs  us,  that  the  devil  does 
never  appear  vifibly  to  mankind,  never  converfes  with  them 
in  an  open  manner,  neither  tranfports  them  through  the  air, 
nor  accompanies  or  conduds  them  from  the  country  to  the 
city,  or  from  the  city  to  the  country.  In  both  cafes  therefore 
the  nature  of  the  relation  points  out  the  neceffity  of  a  figu- 
rative interpretation.  It  is  objedled,  "  That  we  are  ignorant 
♦<  of  the  powers  of  fuperior  beings,  and  know  nothing  of  the 
"  o/^^r  Vorld."  But  we  are  not  unacquainted  with  the  laws 
and  orders  of  this  world  ;  we  know  by  experience,  that  they 
never  are  violated  ;  and  by  rcafon  are  aiTured  they  never  can 
be  violated,  but  by  the  great  ruler  of  the  world. 

5  viHons 
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vifions  and  revelations.     Now  all  thefe  things 
ought  to    be  underflood  according   to  their 
refpedive  natures.     By  a  diligent  and  impar- 
tial ufe  of  our  underftandings,  we  may  eaiily 
diftinguifli  between  things  that  differ.     The- 
relation  itfelf,  or  the  declaration  of  the  hifto- 
rian,   if  attended  to,    will  preferve  us  from 
miftake.       To   diftinguifli   properly,    is    the 
bufmefs  of  the  critic.      And  to  plead  (as  all 
interpreters  do  occafionally)  for  fome  figu- 
rative modes  of  fpeech  -,    is  not  to  convert 
every  thing  into  figure  and  allegory  ;   unlefs 
the  reafonings  made  ufe  of  are  as  applicable 
to    the    whole,    as    to    particular   parts    of 
Scripture. 

III. 

It  has  been  objeded,  "  That  fuppofing  the 
**  temptation  of  Chrifl  to  be  a  vifion,  God 
**  could  not  be  the  author  of  it  j  inafmuch  as 
"  it  contains  fuch  reprefentations  of  the 
**  power  of  the  devil  in  making  Chrifl  an 
"  offer  of  the  world,  as  are  not  agreeable 
**  to  his  real  nature." 

This  objedion,  if  it  proves  any  thing,  would 
prove  too  mucrh  :  for  it  aftcds  the  credit  of 
all  vifions,  which  are  mere  deceptions,  having 
noexiflence  out  of  the  mind  of  the  prophet  *. 

Befides, 

*^  This  is  the  cafe,  even  when  the  images  of  a  vifion  are 
types   or  reprefentative  figures  of  real  objeds,  and  give  a 

M  2  juft 
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Belides,  it  is  of  no  importance  whether  the 
images  of  a  vilion  are  borrowed  from  nature, 

or 

juft  pifture  of  them  ;   as  when   Saul  fa'zv  Ananias  in  niijion. 
Adts  ix.  12.     The  appearance  or  reprefentation  was  fidlitious 
and  delufive,  though  an  object  perfedly  correfpondent  to  it 
exifted  in  nature.     But  very  frequently  the  vifionary  repre- 
fentation has  no  correfponding  cbjed  in  nature  ;  or  if  it  bears 
a  refemblance  to  real  beings  in  fome  refpeds,  it  differs  from 
them  in  others,  and  is  not  framed  fo  much  with  a  view  to 
truth  and  nature,  as  to  conllitute  a  proper  fymbol,  emblem, 
or  hieroglyphic  of  what  it  is  defjgned  to  fignify  and  repre- 
fent :  witnefs  the  cherubim  of  Ezekiel,  chap.  i.  his  emblema- 
tical temple,  chap.  x!.   (fee  Inquiry,  fed.  III.  p.  67,   note  "J.) 
the  lamb  ha-cing  fe'ven  horns,  and  fe-ven  eyes.   Rev.  v.  6.   and 
the  various  fymbols  and  emblems  of  the  Divinity,  and  thofe 
in    particular    which    conftituted    the   vifion    of   Micaiah, 
I  Kings  xxii.    19 — 22.     Here  the  Prophet  fays,  I  fanx)  thi 
Lord  fitting  upon  his  throne,  and  all  the  hofi  of  hea'ven  jlanding 
by  him,  on  his  right-hand  and  on  his  left ;   though  God,   we  are 
certain,  is  without  bodily  parts,  fpiritual,  invifible,  and  omni- 
prefent.   He  then  tells  us,  that  God  advifed  with  the  heavenly 
hoft  what  meafures  to  take  ;  and  fome  recommended  one  thing, 
fome  another,  till  after  much  deliberation,  one  of  them  hit 
upon  an  expedient,  fuch  as  after  examination  was  approved  by 
the  Deity  ;   which  was  that  of  being  a  lying  fpirit  in  the 
mouth  of  Ahah's  prophets.     Now  if  you  afk,  Has  the  devil 
the  difpofal  of  the  world  ?   And  if  he  has  not,  could  he  be 
reprefented  in  a  divine  vifion  as  adtually  having  it  ?   I  alfo 
would  inquire  with  the  prophet  of  God,  Who  has  direSed  the 
fpirit  of  the  Lord? — With  ^vhom  took  he  counfel ?    Or  when 
could  he  ftand  in  need  of  advice  .?    When  did  he  authorife 
falfhood  and  lyes  ?   The  anfwer  in  both  cafes  is  the  fame ; 
neither  are  to  be  underftood  literally,  or  as  a  hiftory  of  fads, 
but  as  vifions  or  parabolical  reprefentations ;  and  though  the 
reprefentations  are  mere  fidions,  they  convey  inllrudion  as 
truly  and   properly,  as  if  they  were  exad  copies  of  outward 
objefts.     MicaiaUz  vifion  was  a  predidlion  and  figurative  re- 
prefentation of  God's  providence  in  ordering  matters  fo  as 
2  that 
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or  whether  they  vary  from  it  wholly  or  in 
part ;   they   are   ufed   only   as   fymbols   and 
emblems  of  other  thmgs  ;    and   they   may 
anfwer  this  end  equally  on  any  of  thefe  fup- 
pofitions.      For    their    propriety    does    not , 
confifl:  in   their  being  juft  pictures  of  real 
objeds,  but  in  their  fitnefs  to  reprefent  the 
inftru6tion  they  contain.     In  the  cafe  before 
us,  the  appearance  of  the  tempter  to  Chrifl, 
and  his  making  him  the  promife  of  univerfal 
empire,  was  a  fymbol  and  emblem,  not  of 
the  power  of  the  tempter  himfelf,  but  of  the 
adlual  offer  of  grandeur   and  empire,   with 
which  Chrift  was  to  be  tempted  in  thecourfe 
of  his  miniftry.     And  it  was  necellary  that 
the  promife  of  the  world  in  vifion  fiiould 
appear    real ;   fmce  otherwife  it    could  not 
have   truely  reprefented   the   temptation  he 
was    adually  expofed   to,    of   fecuring    the 
empire  of  the  world  by  a  different  applica- 
tion  of  his  miraculous  powers,   from  that 
which  he  was  appointed  to  make  of  them. 
So  that  the  whole  of  the  objedion  amounts 
to  this,   (which  equally  affeds  many  other 
vifions  in  Scripture)  that  the  image  has  no 

that  Ahab,  by  giving  credit  to  his  own  falfe  prophets,  who 
flattered  his  pride  and  prejudices,  fhould  fall  at  Ramotb 
Gilead :  juft  as  the  tempter's  promife  was  a  prophecy  and 
prefiguration  of  the  empire  and  grandeur  with  which  Chrift. 
was  afterwards  to  be  tempted, 

M  %  corref- 
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correfponding  objed  in  nature,  or  ho  ex2iO: 
external  archetype;  (a  point  -which  we  have 
no  inclination  to  difpute;)  while  it  muft,be 
allowed  to  have  been  a  proper  fymbol  of 
what  it  was  defigned  to  reprelent. 

If  we  deny,  that  any  impreffion  can  be 
made  upon  the  mind  by  God,  but  fuch  as  is 
conformable  to  the  real  nature  of  external 
objeds ;  we  condemn  the  conftitution  of  the 
world  around  us.  Without  entering  into  the 
philofophy  either  of  Loc^e  or  Berkeley,  it  is 
certain  that  the  objeds  around  us,  (thofe  out- 
ward fenfible  ligns,  by  which  God  is  conti- 
nually fpeaking  to  mankind,)  raife  in  us  ideas 
and  fenfations  very  different  from  the  real 
natures  of  the  things  themfelves.  We  afcribe 
fenfible  qualities  to  objeds,  fuch  as  heat, 
coldnefs,  and  the  like ;  though  they  exift 
not  in  the  objeds,  but  are  folely  perceptions 
in  the  mind.  How  various  are  the  afpecfls 
of  objeds,  according  to  their  different 
diftances,  the  nature  of  the  medium,  and 
the  difpoiition  of  the  organ  ?  Nor  are  we 
deceived  only  by  thofe  falfe  reprefentations, 
which  the  fenfes  make  of  objeds  to  the 
mind  ;  but  we  even  miftake  thofe  images 
and  reprefentations  for  the  very  objeds 
themfelves  j  and  in  fo  doing,  follow  an  uni- 
verfal  and  powerful  inflind  of  nature.  Never- 

thelcfs 
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thekifi  it  Is  certain,  that  though  external 
objec^is  may  have  a  real  and  abfolute  exiflence; 
the  niind  has  no  immediate  intercourfe  with 
them,  but  only  (through  the  inlets  of  the 
fenies)  receives  the  images,  copies,  and  repre- 
fentations  of  them.  The  objedtion  there- 
fore here  made  t.Q  fupernatural  vKion,  equally 
affedts  natural  \'i(io\'\.  If  the  latter  be  a  dif- 
penfation  not  unworthy  the  God  of  truth  ; 
neither  can  the  former.  It  is  not,  perhaps, 
the  intention  of  Providence,  by  any  im- 
preffions  it  makes  upon  our  minds,  to  lead  us 
into  the  knowledge  of  the  abftradt  natures  of 
things,  but  (more  immediately  and  princi- 
pally) to  convey  fomc  ufeful  inflrud:ion, 
fuch  as  may  ferve  for  the  diredion  of  our 
conduct,  to  admonlfli  us  what  to  avoid,  and 
what  to  purfue.  In  the  cafe  before  us  at  leaft, 
it  is  certain  that  the  reprefentatlon  of  Satan 
in  vifion,  was  not  defigned  to  give  Chrift 
any  new  information  concerning  the  nature 
of  Satan,  becaufe  here  he  Is  only  an  emblem 
and  fymbol  of  temptation. 

If  you  ftill  plead,  "  That  we  may  corre(ft 
the  errors  of  fenfe  by  the  refledions  of  reafon, 
which  enables  us  to  judge  of  things,  not 
merely  as  they  appear  at  firft,  but  as  they 
really  are;"  the  fame  anfwer  is  more  fully 
applicable   to   the  cafe   in  queftion  ;   reafon 
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always  enabling  the  prophet,  when  the  vifion 
is  ended,  to  pafs  a  true  judgment  concerning 
the  nature  of  it's  reprefentations. 

IV. 

It  is  aiTerted  in  the  Inquiry,  that  the  proper 
intention  of  this  viiion  was,  to  predid.  to  our 
Saviour  his  future  trials ;  that  the  feveral 
fcenes  were  diftind:  prophecies  and  fymbols 
of  the  different  temptations  which  were  to 
occur  in  the  courfe  of  his  miniflry,  and  proper 
premonitions  againft  them.  This  is  argued^ 
from  two  confiderations  :  the  general  nature 
of  vifions  as  fymbclical  and  prophetic  j  and 
the  perfed:  correfpondence  between  the  figns 
in  this  vifion,  and  the  things  they  fignified 
and  reprefented. 

Now,  though  the  inftances  ^  produced  in 
the  Inquiry,  may  be  fufficient  to  prove,  that 
vifions  in  general  were  of  an  emblematical 
nature  ;  yet  this  being  a  point  of  very  great 
importance  to  the  right  underflanding  of  this 
and  many  other  paiTages  of  Scripture  ;  I  will 
confirm  it  by  fome  further  examples.  That 
God  is  a  fpiritual  incorporeal  being,  is  equally 
the  doflrine  of  reafon  and  revelation.  And 
therefore  when  we  read  fo  often  in  the 
prophets,  tli^t  they  Jaw  the  Lord  Jitting  upon 


f  J»guhy,  p.  loi  — 103. 

Z  P.  34,  note  p.  p.  98,  99,  106,  note  ',  and 
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his  throne^',  we  may  be  certain,  that  they 
had  only  a  mental  reprefcntation  of  fomc 
fymbol  or  emblem  of  the  majefly  of  God '. 
Jacob's  ladder  ftanding  upon  the  earth,  and 
reaching  to  heaven,  with  the  angels  afcend- 
ing  and  defcending  on  it,  was  the  hieroglyphic 
of  God's  particular  providence,  or  of  his 
readinefs  to  interpofe  in  an  extraordinary 
manner  iu  favour  of  the  patriarch  \  In 
like  manner,  the  perfons  and  things  which 
St.  John  faw  in  vifion,  do  all  ftand  for  other 
perfons  and  things ;  ajid  had  themfelves  no 
exiftence,  but  in  the  imagination  of  the 
prophet;  (the  Spirit  of  God  prefenting  before 
it  all  thofe  appearances  and  fcenes  which  hp 

^  1  Kingsxxii.  19.  If.  vi.  i.  Dan.vii.  9,  10.  A6lsvii.  rr. 
Rev.  iv.  2. 

i  Neverthelefs,  the  antients,  taking  every  thing  fpoicen  of 
God  in  the  Scriptures  in  a  literal  fenfe,  attributed  to  him  the 
figure  of  a  man,  and  maintained  that  he  was  the  obje£l  of  btdily 
fight.  And  fuch  was  the  zeal  with  which  this  dodlrine  was 
maintained,  that  the  denial  of  it  was  branded  with  impiety, 
and  put  men  in  danger  of  their  lives.  Socrat.  Hill.  Ecclef. 
1.  6.  c.  7.  I  take  notice  of  this  here,  not  only  as  it  is  a 
llriking  inftance  of  an  abfurd  adherence  to  the  letter  of 
Scripture  ;  but  alfo  as  it  may  ferve  to  fhevv,  how  little  regard 
in  fome  cafes  is  due  to  the  opinions  of  the  antients,  and  that 
it  ought  to  create  no  prejudice  againft  the  explication  here 
given  of  Chrift's  temptation,  that  it  is  contrary  to  theirs. 
They  who  could  fo  far  diflionour  the  omniprefent  Deity,  as 
to  attribute  to  him  a  vifible  and  human  form  ;  would  hardly 
fcruple  to  afcribe  fomething  of  this  kind  to  the  devil. 

^  Gen.  xxviii.  12,  13.  compare  John  i.  51, 
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defcribes;  which  arc  therefore  juftly  called 
a  revelation '.)  The  glorious  perfonage  in 
a  human  form,  at  whofe  feet  he  fell  down  as 
dead  "",  was  not  Chrifl  himfelf,  but  a  fymbo- 
lical  reprefentation  of  him^  and  fuch  alfo 
was  the  lamb  in  the  midft  of  the  throne ".  T^he 
four  living  creatures,  and  the  four  and  tiventy 
elders'",  were  not  real  beings,  but  were 
emblems  of  fuch  things  as  did  really  exifl:  in 
nature.  Sometimes  an  exprefs  declaration  is 
made,  what  the  objeds  of  the  vifion  repre- 
fent :  The  f even  far  s  are  the  angels  of  the 
feven  churches,  and  the  feven  candlejiicks  which 
thou  fawef,  are,  i.  e.  fignify  and  reprefent, 
the  feven  churches^.  At  other  times,  the 
vifion  was  not  explained,  and  people  were 
at  a  lofs  to  find  out  it's  meaning  and  re- 
ference ',  as  appears  by  that  complaint  of  the 
prophet,  ^/^  Zi(?r^  Go^,  they  fay  of  me.  Doth 
be  not  fpeak  parables  "^  f  It  can  never  be  fuffi- 
ciently  lamented,  thatChriflian  divines,  not- 
withflanding  the  clearefl  evidence  that  vi- 
fions  were  merely  mental  illuminations,  and 
their  feveral  fcenes  figurative  and  fymbolical ; 
do  frequently  fpeak  of  thofe  fcenes  as  defcrib' 
ing  real  objeds  and  beings,  fuch  as  have  an 

1  Rev.  i.  I.  •"  Ch.  i.   13 — 16. 

"  Rev.  V.  6.  »  Ch.  iv.  4,  6. 

f  Ch.  i.  20.     See  Pan.  viii.  20,  21.        "J  Ezek.  xx.  49. 
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cxiftence  in  nature,  ne  throne  of  God  in 
heaven,  the  worfiip  paid  him  there  by  the 
eiders  \  and  the  new  Jerujalem ' ;  which 
St.  John  faw  and  defcribed,  are  too  often 
explained  in  fuch  a  manner  as  would  lead 
one  to  fuppofe,  that  they  contained,  in  part 
at  leail:,  a  defcription  of  the  true  heaven,  and 
the  real  worfhip  and  felicity  of  the  righteous 
in  it.  But  if  thefe  vifions  of  St.  John  do 
indeed  refer  to  heaven  at  all  j  they  are  at 
mofi:  only  fynibols  and  emblems  of  it,  and 
as  fuch  perfedly  diftincfl  from  that  place  or 
fl:ate  itfelf '.  Other  undoubted  examples  of 
the  fymbolical  nature  of  vifionary  reprefen- 
tations  and  miraculous  appearances,  may  be 
found  in  the  paflages  referred  to  below  ".     I 

'  Rev.  iv.  *  Ch.  xxi,  xxii. 

t  The  Mohammedans,  when  reproached  with  the  low  and 
fenfual  defcriptions  of  paradife,  which  occur  almoft  in  every 
page  of  their  Koran  ;  retort  thefe  paflages  out  of  the  Re-vela- 
tion  of  St.  John,  and  plead  their  having  the  fame  right  to 
have  recourfe  to  figure  and  allegory,  as  thofe  Chriilians  who 
do  not  underftand  the  forecited  paflages  in  a  literal  fenfe. 
But  here  lies  the  difference:  all  the  reprefen rations  in  the 
Re'velation  of  St.  John,  are  declared  to  be  <viJionary  ;  and 
therefore  were  defigned  to  be  underllood  as  figurative  and 
fymbolical  ;  and  unlefs  they  are  fo  underftood,  cannot  be 
reconciled  with  other  plain  paflages  of  the  New  Teftament : 
but  ihe  Mohammedan  reprefentations  of  paradife  objefted 
to  by  Chriftians,  are  not  declared  to  be  vifionary  and  fymbo- 
lical ;  and  even  have  no  confiftent  meaning,  unlefs  they  are 
literally  underftood. 

"  Gen  XV.  17.  ch.  xxxvii.  7,9.  Exod.iii.  z.  Jer.  i.  11,15. 
Ezek.  xxxvii,  i.  Zech.  i.  7,  &c.  ch.  iv.  2—11.  ch.  v.  i — 5. 
Afts  xvi.  9,  10, 

fhall 
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iLall  only  add,  that  when  God  declares  by 
the  prophet,  I  have  multiplied  vifions,  and 
ufedjimilitudes " ;  this  language  plainly  implies, 
that  the  objedls  of  vifion  were  always  de- 
ligned  as  refemblances  and  apt  reprefentations 
of  other  things. 

V. 
The  moft  plaufible  obje(ftions  againfl:  the 
Inquiry,  are  levelled  againft  thofe  paffages 
which  afiert,  that  Chrift's  vifion  contained  a 
prefent  trial.  It  is  alledged,  "  That  the  fame 
**  confideratlons  which  diminifh  or  deftroy 
**  the  force  of  Chrift's  temptation  upon  the 
*'  common  hypothecs,  equally  affed;  it's 
**  force  upon  mine."  If  this  allegation  be 
juft  5  neither  of  thefe  hypothefes  can  be 
true;  fmce  it  ferves  equally  for  the  confuta- 
tion of  both.  We  hope  however  to  fliew, 
that  the  allegation  has  no  fufficient  founda- 
tion to  fupport  it.  In  order  to  the  right 
underftanding  of  this  fubjed,  it  will  be  ne- 
ceflary  to  obferve, 

I.)  That  the  Inquiry  ^  afferts  this  vifion  to 
be  direcftly  and  properly  intended,  as  a  pre- 
di5iion  and  fymbol  of  Chriji's  future  tempta^ 
tions.  And  againft  this  view  of  it,  no  mate- 
rial obje(5lion  has  ever  been  urged.  So  that 
even  were  we  to  grant,  that  this  vifion  was 

'^  Hofca  xii.  lo.  y  P.  i©i. 
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not  probationary ;  this  would  not  affe<fl  it's 
proper  ufe  and  intention  2.^  prophetical  zndi pre- 
monitory. Though  this  obfervation  was  made 
in  the  firft  edition  of  the  Inquiry  ^,  it  was 
necefTary  to  repeat  it  here  -,  becaufe  it  feems  . 
not  to  have  been  attended  to,  by  thefe  who 
make  the  objection  we  are  confidering. 

2.)  It  is  evident,  that  this  vifion  bore  the 
form  of  a  prefent  trial.  To  the  view  and  ap- 
prehenfion  of  Chrift  at  the  time,  it  contained 
certain  alluring  propofals  made  to  him  by  the 
devil,  in  order  to  folicit  him  to  evil.  And  on 
this  account  it  is,  that  the  hiftory  relates  them 
as  real  temptations;  and  tells  us,  thatChrifl 
was  carried  into  the  wildernefs,  that  he  might 
be  tempted  of  the  devil.  This  expreffion  de- 
fcribes  the  nature  of  the  vifon  or  reprefenta- 
tion  ;  for  the  hiftory  of  a  vifion  always  cor- 
refponds  to  the  views  of  the  prophet.  Chrifl 
likevvife  rejeds  the  feveral  propofals  here 
made  to  him,  as  fo  many  temptations  of  the 
devil. 

3.)  This  vifion,  however,  could  nor. be  de- 
figned  to  te?Tipt  Chrifl,  if  we  thereby  mean, 
foliciting  or  fediicing  him  into  fin  ;  becaufe  it 
had  a  divine  author.  And  if  we  examine 
the  nature  of  the  vifion  itfelf,  we  muft  im- 
mediately perceive,  that  it  could  not  be  in- 

y  P.  61.  note  <i.  iftedlr.  and  p.  io5,  3d  edit,  note  ". 
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tended  to  feduce  him  into  fin  :  for  the  feveral 
fcenes  of  it  were  fo  framed,  as  to  guard  of 
warn  a  good  mind  from  yielding  to  any  of 
the  propofals  it  contained.  To  appearance, 
thefe  propofals  were  made  by  the  devil  in 
perfon ;  which  was  defigned  to  awaken  an 
immediate  refiftance,  and  was  a  proper  mO' 
nitmi  againfl:  a  compliance. 

4.)  Nevcrthelefs,  this  vifion  might  (I  ap- 
prehend) anfwer  the  end  of  a  prefent  trial; 
that  is,  it  might  ferve  to  fhew,  how  Chrifl 
was  difpofed  to  ad:,  or  to  difcover  and  difplay 
his  virtue  j  which  is  a  very  common  mean- 
ing of  the  word  temptation  or  trial  in  Scrip- 
ture %  and  is  the  fenfe  in  which  we  ufe  it 
here,  when  we  call  Chrift's  vifion  a  prefent 
trial.     The   feveral  propofals  now  made  to 
Chrifl,   viz.  the  fatisfying  his  prefent  hunger 
by  a  miracle,  the  opening  his  divine  com- 
miflion  at  the  temple  of  Jerufalem  by  afeem- 
ing   defcent   from  heaven,    and  his  afcend- 
ing  the  throne  of  his  father  David  5    thefe 
propofals  were  in  themfelves  fo  enticing,  that 
nothing  but  the  confidering  them  as  Jinful, 
or  as  temptations  of  Satan,  could  difpofe  the 
moft    confummate    virtue   to    rejedl    them, 
Chrifl's  virtue  therefore  was  evidenced  and 
exercifed  by  his  rejedtion  of  thefe  propofals. 

^  See  above,  p.  103—106. 

His 
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His  ready  anfwers  fufficiently  fliew  by  what 
principles  of  piety  he  was  atfled  -,  and  that 
he  confidered  the  propofals,  however  alluring, 
as  temptations  which  were  to  be  refifted. 
And  he  did  accordingly  refill:  them.  Thefe 
circumftances   rendered  this  vilion,    though 

CD 

prophetic  and  monitory  in  it's  frame  and 
intention,  yet  in  feme  degree  probationary 
likewife.  At  the  time  Chrift  confidered  it  as 
a  trial,  agreeably  to  the  form  it  bore.  When 
the  vifion  was  ended,  he  would  naturally  re- 
gard it  as  an  emblem  of  his  future  conflids, 
on  account  of  the  prophetical  defign  of  vifio- 
nary  reprefentations.  In  this  view  alfo  it 
ferved  to  try  the  fleadfaftnefs  of  his  piety  and 
virtue,  his  readinefs  and  refolution  to  under- 
take the  office  to  which  he  was  appointed  by 
God,  notwithflanding  his  foreknowledge  of 
the  difficulties  and  dangers  attendino-  it*. 
Theconfiftency  of  thefe  two  views  of  it,  may 
appear  by  confidering,  that  the  prophetic 
iigns  of  Chrift's  future  temptations,  were 
famples  of  thofe  temptations  :  for  during  the 
courfe  of  his  miniftry  he  was  tempted  to  the 
very  fame  conduct,  as  he  was  now ;  that  is, 
he  was  urged  to  ufe  his  miraculous  power 
for  his  own  perfonal  relief,  for  the  more 
oftentatious  difplay  of  his  divine  commiffion, 

»  See  above,  p.  103, 
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and  for  the  acquifitlon  of  worldly  empire^ 
There  was,  I  own,  fome  confiderabledifterence 
in  the  two  cafes  j  but  not  fuch  as  prevented 
the  figns  or  famples  of  Chrlft's  future  tempta- 
tions, from  giving  a  prefent  occafion  to  the 
difcovery  of  his  piety  and  virtue.  Let  us 
now  attend  to  the  objedions ;  which,  even 
fuppofing  them  to  be  unanfwerable,  do 
not  overthrow  the  main  principles  of  the 
Inquiry. 

VI. 
It  is  obferved  in  the  Inquiry^ ^  "  That  the 
*'  appearance  of  the  devil  to  our  Saviour  in 
**  per/on,  could  ferve  no  other  end,  than  to 
<«  create  a  prejudice  again  ft  his  propofals  ; 
**  and  confequently  that  this  circumftance 
*'  was  unfuitable  to  the  allowed  policy  of 
*«  this  wicked  fpirit,  who,  if  he  wiilied  to 
**  fucceed,  would  not  have  urged  his  tempta- 
"  tions  in  a  manner  the  moft  likely  to  prc- 
<*  vent  their  fuccefs,  and  which  could  not 
*'  but  abate  their  force  upon  a  virtuous  dif- 
**  pofition."     Inftead  of  anfwering  this  ob- 
jection,  fome  content   theinfelves   with  re- 
torting it;  by  pleading,   "  That  the  appre- 
**  bended  prefence  of  Satan  in  vifion,  would 
**  produce  the  fame  general  efFed,  as  his  real 
**  prefence  at  any  other  time." 

>»  P.  3,  &c. 
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This  Is  an  obfervation  which  we  are  not 
at  all  concerned  to  difpute  :  for  though  true 
in  itlelf,  it  is  foreign  from  the  parpofe.  It 
is  acknowledged,  that  both  his  apprehended 
and  his  real  prefence  would  create  upon  a 
good  mind  a  prejudice  againft  his  propolals. 
And  for  this  reafon,  it  would  have  b.  en  im- 
politic in  Satan,  to  have  made  his  appearance 
before  Chrift  either  in  perfon  or  in  vifion  ;  if 
he  meant  thereby  to  recommend  his  pro- 
pofals.  But  what  would  have  be^rn  abhird  in 
this  nialignant  fpirit,  whofe  bufinefs  it  is  to 
fcdiice ',  was  a  wife  condud  in  the  Deity, 
(the  author  of  this  vifion  ;)  bec.iure  his  inten- 
tion was  to  forewarn  Chrift  of  his  danger,- 
and  to  arm  him  againft  it.  It  was  on  purpofe 
to  lead  Chrift  to  regard  the  prefent  propofals,- 
(which  were  afterwards  to  occur  in  real  life,) 
as  highly  criminal  in  their  nature  \  that  the 
vifion  reprefented  them  as  made  to  him  bv 
the  devil,  as  the  temptations  of  that  great 
enemy  of  God,  whom  it  is  virtue  always  to 
refift.  Thus  the  very  fame  eircuniftance,  the 
appearance  of  the  devil,  which  was  proper  in 
the  vifion,  fuitable  both  to  it's  divine  author, 
and  benevolent  intention  j  v.'ould  have  been 
abfurd  upon  the  common  hypothefis. 

It  is  farther  urged,  that  the  reafonings  em- 
ployed to  abate  the  force  of  the  fecond  tt  mp- 

N  tittion;, 
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tatlon ',  upcn  the  common  bypothefis ;  do 
equally  affecfl  that  advanced  in  the  Inquiry. 
But  let  us  confider  whether  there  be  not  a 
wide  difference  in  the  two  cafes.  The  reafon- 
ings  here  referred  to,  are  levelled  againft  the 
fuppofition,  fo  commonly  made  by  the  ad- 
vocates of  the  literal  interpretation,  that  the 
devil  having  aflumed  a  human  form,  and 
tranfported  Chrift  through  the  air  from  th« 
wildernefs  to  the  top  of  the  temple,  would 
have  perfuaded  him  to  throw  himfelf  down 
from  thence  ;  that  by  his  miraculous  pre- 
fervation  he  might  demonrtrate  his  peculiar 
charader  as  the  Son  of  God.  And  the  ob- 
jedion  advanced  in  the  Inquiry  againft  this 
hypothefis,  is,  that  Chrift  could  not  but 
eafily  difcern,  that  a  compliance  with  this 
propofal  might  not  anfwer  the  end  propofed 
by  it,  and  might  poffibly  ifTue  in  his  dif- 
honour;  fince  the  devil,  who  had  already  in 
a  miraculous  manner  placed  him  upon  the 
temple,  might  alfo  by  a  fimilar  ad  of  power 
have  thrown  himfelf  down  from  thence,  in 
the  human  form  which  he  then  wore,  with- 
out receiving  any  injury;  and  thus  deftroyed 
the  credit  of  the  miracle,  by  which  Jefus 
was  to  have  eftablifhed  his  divine  miflion. 
The   view   with  which   this  objedion   was 

^  Inanity,  p.  8. 

made, 


[     1/9     ] 

made,  was  to  fliew,  that  the  common  hyjjo* 
thefis  is  inconfiftent  with  the  allowed  pohcy 
of  Satan,  who  would  fcarce  have  made  a  pro- 
pofal,  which  Chrill:  could  have  no  induce- 
ment to  comply  witli,  and  which  (though. 
alluring  in  itfeif,  yet)  under  thefe  peculiar 
circumftances  he  would  confider  rather  as  an 
indignity,  than  a  temptation.  But  what 
relation  has  this  objedion  to  any  thing  ad- 
vanced in  the  Inquiry'^  Is  it  aflerted  there, 
that  the  reprefentations  of  the  vificn  corre- 
fponded  to  this  hypothecs  i  that  the  repre- 
fentative  figure  of  the  apolhte  angel,  in  par- 
ticular, was  a  human  form  ?  or  does  the 
hiftory  aflert  or  intimate  this  ?  or  determine 
in  what  manner  Chrift  was  imprelled  with 
an  apprehenfion  of  his  prefence  ?  The  ob- 
jedion  under  confideration  arifes  entirely 
from  a  fuppofed  ftate  of  things,  which  the 
hiftory  does  not  countenance  j  to  v\hich 
therefore  the  reprefentations  of  the  vifion 
might  bear  no  refemblance,  and  which  mipht 
not  leave  room  for  an  apprehenfion,  that  in 
cafe  Chrift  had  thrown  himfelf  down  from 
the  temple,  the  devil  might  have  done  the 
fame.  And  fo  far  as  the  reprefentations  were 
different  from  this  fuppofed  ftate  of  things, 
they  were  not  liable  to  tb.e  fame  objeflion. 
In  order  to  determine  what  the  repref-nta- 
N  2  tions 
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tlons  really  were,  we  mud  look  into  the 
hiftory :  for  wliatever  is  there  related  as 
matter  of  fa(5l,  that  appeared  to  the  mind  of 
Chrift  as  fuch.  Now  all  that  the  hiftory 
relates,  is,  the  attempt  of  the  devil  to  per- 
fuade  Chrift,  whom  he  had  placed  upon  the 
temple,  to  throw  himfelf  down  from  thence, 
in  a  dependence  upon  God  for  his  preferva- 
tlon,  and  to  fatisfy  the  Jews  at  once  that  he 
was  the  Mefliah.  In  this  fmgle  view  the 
propofal  was  made  and  confidered.  And  it 
was  very  inviting  in  it's  own  nature'';  but 
a  compliance  with  it  would  have  been  cri- 
minal ;  and  therefore  it  was  virtuoully  re- 
jected. And  it  could  be  with  no  other 
view,  than  to  lead  Chrift  to  conceive  of  it 
as  criminal  and  fit  to  be  rejected,  that  the 
vifion  reprefents  the  propofal  as  made  by 
Satan.  So  that  thofe  who  make  this  ob- 
jec^lion,  do  not  appear  to  have  attended 
either  to  the  true  nature  of  the  vifion,  or  to 
the  defign  of  it's  author. 

VII. 
It  was  obferved  in  the  Inquiry  %  that  the 
offer  of  all  the  kingdoms  of  the  world,  upon 
the  common  interpretation,  carried  no  force  ; 
becaufe  Chrift  could  not  but  know,  that  the 
devil  who  made  it,  had  no  power  to  make  it 

'  P.  ii6,  117.  «  P.  II. 

good. 
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good.  Now  this  objedlon.  It  is  faid,  holds 
likewife  againft  the  offer  in  viiion  ;  if  it  be 
true,  as  has  been  all  along  aflerted,  that  the 
reprefentations  of  a  vifion  pafs  for  real  objedls, 
and  produce  the  fame  eiFedls  as  if  they  were. 

*  What  difference  then,"  it  is  afl^ed,  "  with 
^  regard  to  Chrift,  could  it  make,  whether 

*  he  had  a  real  fght  of  the  devil,  or  a  vijio- 

*  nary  reprejentation  of  him,  when  he  made 
'  him  this  offer  ?" 

Thofe  who  rely  on  this  objedion,  feem  to 
me  not  to  attend  to  the  wide  difference  which 
there  is,  between  judging  the  images  or  ap- 
pearances of  a  vifion  to  be  real  objcifts  j  and 
their  having  exa£t  external  archetypes.  A 
vifion  may  confift,  either  of  fuch  appearances 
as  are  perfed:  reprefentations  or  copies  of 
objeds  really  exifling  in  nature ;  or  of  fuch 
as  bear  little  or  no  correfpondence  to  thofe 
objeds :  as  we  have  fully  fhewn  '.  And  in 
either  cafe,  the  appearances  equally  pafs  for 
realities.  Our  Saviour  might  have  had  a 
vifion  of  Satan,  perfectly  conformable  to  his 
true  nature  %  or  (which  feems  to  have  been 
the  cafe)  a  reprefentatlon  of  him  with  powers 
which  he  did  not  poflefs  \     And  the  latter 

view 

f  Appendix,  N*^.  III.  p.  163,  note  «. 

s  And  had  this  been  fb,  the  objeftion  we  arc  confiderlng 
might  have  held  good. 

^  Juft  as  St.  John,  inflead  of  a  reprefentaticn  of  a  lamb, 
agreeable  to  the  common  animals  of  that  fpecies,  had  a  re- 
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view  of  him  would  appear  as  real  as  the 
former  j  it  being  the  nature  of  vifion 
to  give  a  feeming  reality  to  all  the  ©bjeds 
of  it,  whether  they  have  external  archetypes 
or  not.  They  appear  to  poflefs  all  the 
powers  and  properties,  with  which  they 
are  reprefented  ^  From  hence  it  follows, 
that  fo  far  as  the  reprefentation  of  the  devil 
in  this  vifion,  was  different  ^  from  his  true 
nature ;  fo  far  it  mufl  make  a  difference  with 
regard  to  Chrift,  whether  he  had  a  real  fight 
or  a  vifionary  reprefentation  of  him.  In  the 
former  cafe,  the  third  temptation  had  no 
force,  becaufe  Chrifl  knew  the  devil  had  no 
power  to  difpofe  of  the  kingdoms  of  the 
world  i  in  the  latter,  if  this  power  be  a  part 
of  the  reprefentation,  the  fame  objedion 
cannot  take  place. 

Now  that  this  power  did  belong  to  the  re- 
prefentation made  of  him  to  Chrifl:,  feems 
r.robable  from  feveral  confiderations.  ifl.  Be- 
caufe  the  hiflory  (which  never  defcribes  any 

prefentation  of  one  with  feven  horns,  and  feven  eyes.  See 
the  place  referred  to  in  note  *". 

i  Inquiry,   p.  I  24. 

'x-  It  is  admitted,  that  when  the  internal  reprefentation  is 
exaftly  conformable  to  any  outward  objedl,  (which  was  the 
cafe  of  Saul  when  he  faw  Ananias,  A£l.  ix.  12  )  there  is  no 
difference  with  regard  to  the  impreffion  they  make  upon  the 
mind,  between  it's  difcerning  the  objeft  and  the  reprefen- 
tation, 

thing 
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thing  as  a  fad,  but  what  appears  to  the  mind 
of  the  prophet  as  fuch,  during  his  vifion,) 
relates  as  matter  of  fad:  the  promife  or  offer 
of  the  world  made  to  Chrift  by  the  devil  -, 
which  could  not  therefore  but  appear  to  be 
real,  every  reprefentation  of  a  vifion  paffing  " 
for  a  real  objedl.  If  the  devil  had  not  ap- 
peared to  Chrifl  to  poffefs  the  povv'ers  he 
claimed  ;  Chrifl:  could  not  have  feemed  to 
himfelf  to  have  had  any  offer  or  promife  at 
all;  which  neceffarily  fuppofe  a  power  to 
make  them  good.  2dly,  At  the  fame  time 
that  the  devil  made  Chrifh  the  ofery  he  gave 
him  a  Ji'g/jt  of  all  the  kingdoms  of  the  world. 
And  Chrift  could  no  more  doubt  of  the  cer- 
tainty of  the  former,  than  of  the  latter. 
3dly,  His  anfwer  expreffes,  not  any  dijbelief 
or  doubt  about  the  reality  of  the  offer,  but  his 
abhorrence  of  the  thought  of  accepting  it. 
And  therefore  the  fame  confideration  which 
deftroys  the  force  of  the  third  temptation 
upon  the  common  hypothecs ;  does  not 
affedt  the  fuppofition  of  it's  being  propofed 
in  vifion. 

VIII. 

But  it  is  ftill  afked,    "  Might  not  Chrift 

**  have  examined  into  the  foundation  of  the 

*'  devil's  claim  to  the  difpofal  of  the  world  j 

*'  fince  it  is  allowed  that  the  vifion  did  not 

N  4  **  deprive 
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^^  deprive  him  of  the  exercife  of  his  under- 
«'  ftiiiding  r"  Chrilt  was  prevented  from 
fuch  examination,  not  fo  much  by  the  rno- 
m^^ntary  duration  of  the  viiion,  as  by  the 
very  nature  of  it's  impreffion,  which  takes 
away  all  fufpicion  concerning  it's  own  reality. 
For  otherwife,  the  objeds  of  a  vifion  would 
not  even  feem  to  be  real. 

If  it  be  farther  inquired,  "  How  far  was 
*'  tlie  mind  ^^w,  and  how  far  was  \t  free 
*'  in  it's  exercife,  under  the  impreffions  of 
*'  a  vifion  ?  Ought  not  a  line  to  have  been 
^'  drawn,  to  fl'iew  where  it's  conflraint 
'*  ended,  and  where  it's  liberty  began  ?'' 
I  anfwer,  this  line  has  been  already  drawn. 
It  has  been  fliewn ',  iff,  That  the  prophet 
was  altogether  pajjwe  in  receiving  the  im- 
prejjions  of  a  vifion  ;  jull:  as  we  are  paflive  in 
receiving  the  impreflions  made  by  external 
objeds  themfclves,  and  the  ideas  they  raife 
in  the  mind.  Here  then  the  prophet  had 
no  liberty;  he  could  not  alter  his  views  and 
perfuaiions  concerning  the  objeds  of  his 
vifion,  the  impreiTion  being  made  by  a  hand 
too  Ifrong  to  be  relifted.  2dly,  It  is  alfo 
fliewn  "",  that  in  every  other  refpeSl  the  prophet 

had 

"  P.  97 -loi.      What  is  here  offered,   will  enable  us 

to    form    a    judgment    concerning    what    is    advanced    by 

Spanheim,  (Dubia  Evangel,  dub.  55.  pars  III.  p.  242,  243.) 
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had  the  free  life  of  his  imderflanding :  and 
therefore  was  as  capable  of  a  rational  determi- 
nation and  choice,  with  refpecft  to  the  objects 
of  his  vifion,  as  thofe  of  bodily  fight.  From 
thefe  premifes,  we  may  draw  this  conclufion  ; 
that  though  Chrift  could  not  alter  his  view 
of  the  tempting  propofals  or  of  the  other 
reprefentations  which  were  now  made  to  his 
mind  ;  (could  not,  for  example,  doubt  the 
reality  of  the  fight  or  offer  of  the  world, 
which  the  devil  appeared  to  give  him,) 
any  more  than  he  could  change  the  ap- 
pearance of  external  obje(fts  ;  yet  in  relifting 
thefe  propofals,  he  might  exercife  his  under- 
handing,  and  evidence  the  pious  difpofition  of 
his  heart. 

IX. 
The  only  remaining  objedion  which  we 
are  to  examine,  is  this  ;  **  That  by  fetting 
f'  the  difficulties  attending  the  literal  inter- 
**  pretation  of  this  hiftory  in  fo  ftrong  a 
**  light ;  we  give  too  much  advantage  to 
**  infidelity". 

pie  enim  propre  tentari  dicitur,  qui  fui  compos  eft,  &  in 
ejufmodi  ftatu  in  quo  &  judic'o  uti  potell,  &  libertate 
voluntatis ;  iq  vifione  vero  nee  judicii  nee  voluntatis  exer- 
citium  proprie  fic  didlura,  adeoque  nee  affenfus  proprie  nee 
diffenfus.  From  the  inpances  cited  in  the  paflages  of  the 
Inquiry  referred  to  in  the  beginning  of  this  note,  ic  appears, 
that  vifion  did  not  diilurb  either  the  underftanding  or  paffions 
of  the  prophet. 

n  This  objeftion  is  in  fome  measure  obviated  in  the  Inquiry, 
f-  2,  50. 

I  leave 
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I  leave  it  to  thofe  who  urge  the  objedlon, 
to  reconcile  it  either  with  an  ardent  love  of 
truth,  which  naturally  didates  the  mofl:  im- 
partial Icrutiny  into  every  fubje6l ;  or  with  an 
honourable  opinion  of  Chriftianity  :  a  religion 
which  difdains  the  arts  of  worldly  policy  ;  and 
nobly  confcious  of  the  validity  of  it's  claims, 
fubmits  it's  docStrines  and  credentials  to  uni- 
verfal  infpedion,  invites  and  demands  a  ri- 
gorous examination.  The  timidity  and  policy 
from  which  this  objed:ion  proceeds,  would, 
I  apprehend,  have  prevented  our  forefathers, 
(had  they  been  under  the  influence  of  fuch 
principles,)  from  expofmg  the  abfurdity  of 
any  generally  received  opinion,  founded  upon 
the  letter  of  Scripture.  The  common  people, 
even  to  this  day,  muft  have  entertained  fuch 
grofs  conceptions  of  the  Deity,  as  can  not 
be  mentioned  without  horror  °.  And  pro- 
teftants  muft  have  fpared  that  monfter,  tran- 
fubftantiation.  But  they  never  failed  to 
expofe  it's  abfurdities,  from  a  full  perfuafion, 
that  however  it  may  be  favoured  by  the  letter, 
it  is  certainly  contrary  to  the  true  fenfe^  of 
Scripture.  And  they  confidered  every  ob- 
je(Sion  againft  the  literal  meaning,  as  a  reafon 
for  adopting  a  different  interpretation.  With 
regard  to  the  hiftory  of  our  Saviour's  tempta- 

?  .Appendix,  N"'.  IV.  note  ', 
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tion  ;  there  was  a  neceffity  for  urging  the 
objections  againft  the  received  expofition,  in 
order  to  prepare  men  to  embrace  that  which 
is  offered  m  it's  ftead.  And  in  taking  this 
natural  method,  I  had  the  whole  world  before, 
me  for  a  precedent,  in  cafes  of  the  like  kind. 
Nor  can  Chriftianity  fuffer  any  prejudice  by 
this  manner  of  proceeding  :  for  if  the  ob- 
jections urged  againft  the  hiftory  of  Chrift's 
temptation  are  groundlefs,  they  may  eafily  be 
refuted  :  and  if  they  are  well  lupported,  they 
conclude  only  againft  the  literal  interpreta- 
tion ;  it  being  a  rule  univerfally  allowed  in 
the  interpretation  of  all  authors,  never  to 
affix  any  fenfe  to  their  words,  which  is  either 
abfurd  in  itfelf,  or  manifeftly  repugnant  to 
their  avowed  principles,  if  they  are  fairly  ca- 
pable of  a  more  rational  and  confiftent  rnean- 
ing.  Nor  is  there  any  room  in  the  cafe 
before  us  to  fuggeft,  that  we  have  had  re- 
courfe  to  a  figurative  explication  from  mere 
neceffity,  and  only  to  avoid  the  feeming  ab- 
furdity  of  the  literal  one  :  for  we  have  pro- 
duced many  circumftances  of  the  hiftory  to 
evince,  that  the  facred  writers  themfelves 
did  not,  and  could  not  defign  to  be  under- 
ftood  literally.  Nay,  all  the  evangelifts  have, 
in  expreis  terms,  declared  the  whole  to  be  a 
fpiritiial  and  mental  tranfadion ;  and  this  is 
5  proved 
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proved  without  offering  any  violence  to  their 
words,  or  affixing  any  fenfe  to  them,  but 
what  they  are  allowed  to  bear  in  other  parts  of 
Scripture ;  and  what  their  connexion  and 
other  circumftances  necefTarily  require  in  this. 
Laftly,  the  evidence  of  it's  being  a  vifion,  is 
much  ftrengthened,  by  the  rational  and  wife 
intentions  of  luch  a  prophetic  reprefentation, 
as  a  predidion  and  forewarning  of  thofe 
fevere  trials,  to  which  Chrift  was  afterwards 
to  be  expofed.  Till  the  reafoning  on  thefe 
feveral  points  is  confuted,  I  (hail  not  be 
without  fome  faint  hope,  that  inftead  of 
furnifhing  new  prejudices  againft  the  Gofpel, 
I  have  removed  old  ones.  With  this  view 
at  leaft  the  argument  was  undertaken  -,  and 
from  a  full  perfuafion,  that  if  Chriftianity 
were  ftripped  of  all  difguifes,  and  (hewn  in 
her  native  iimplicity  and  beauty,  juft  as  fhe 
defcended  from  heaven ;  all  objedions  to 
her  divine  origin  would  immediately  vanish. 
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APPENDIX     II. 

CONTAINING 

A  Paraphrase  upon  St.  Matthew^s 
Account  of  Christ's  Temptation 
by  the  Devil,  agreeable  to  the  fore- 
going explication  of  it. 

Matthew  IV. 

I.    Then  was     i.   f  ^  T  HEN  Jefuswas 
yefus  brought  in-  V  r      appointed  to  his 

to  a  wildernefs  by  office  as  the  great  Mefliah, 
the  Sptrity  to  be  and  furnifhed  for  the  exe- 
iemptcd  by  the  cution  of  it  by  the  defcent 
dcuiL  of  the  Spirit  of  God  in  his 

miraculous  gifts,  he  was 
brought  into  a  wildernefs 
by  the  afflatus  or  infpira- 
tion  of  that  Spirit,  making 
new  revelations  to  him, 
and  exhibiting  extraordi- 
nary fcenes  before  him. 
One  great  dedgn  of  this 
prophetic  vilion  or  repre- 
fentation  was,  to  give  him 
a  view  of  his  future  trials, 

which 


2.  And  when 
he     had    fafied 

forty    days    and 
forty  nights,    at 

length    he     nvas 

hungry. 

3 .  And  the 
tempter  coming  to 
him,  faid,  Inaf- 
much  as  thou  art 
the  Son  of  God, 
command  thefe 
jlones  to  become 
bread. 


4.  But  he  an- 

fwered  and  [aid, 

Man    fhall    not 

live  by  bread  only, 
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which  were  couched  under 
the  figure  or  emblem  of 
Satan  coming  to  him  in 
perfon,  and  urging  tempta- 
tions correfpondent  to  thofe 
lie  was  to  meet  with  in  the 
exercife  of  that  office  with 
which  he  was  inverted,  and 
of  thofe  gifts  with  which 
he  was  endowed. 

2,  3.  Forty  days  did  he 
remain  in  this  ftate  with- 
out food,  receiving  new 
communication^  from  God. 
The  vifion  was  then  clofed 
with  the  following  fcenes. 
In  the  firft  fcene,  the 
tempter  came  to  Jefus, 
who  at  that  time  began  to 
feel  the 'keen  fenfation  of 
hunger,  and  thus  addreffed 
him  :  "  Inafmuch  as  you 
*'  are  the  Son  of  God,  adt 
''  in  character,  and  relieve 
**  your  preffing  neceffities 
"  by  a  miracle  :  for,  with- 
*'  out  doubt,  the  Meffiah 
**  could  turn  even  flones 
**  into  bread." 

4.  To  this  propofal 
Jefus  replied  :  "  The  life 
**  of  man  may  be  fuftained 
"  not  by  bread  only,  but 

by 


but  by  "JDhatever 
proceedeth  out  of 
the  fnouth  of  God. 


5 .  l^hen  the 
4evil  iaketh  him 
up  into  the  holy 
city,  and  fetteth 
hi?n  on  a  wing  of 
the  temple, 

6.  And  faith 
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"  by  whatever  Other  means 
*'  God  fliall  appoint  :  and 
'*  therefore  I  will  not  from 
**  a  didrufl  either  of  his 
"  power  or  goodnefs,  un- 
**  dertake  to  fupply  my 
**  own  wants,  without  an 
**  immediate  warrant  from 
**  heaven."  This  part  of 
the  vifion,  while  it  evi- 
denced at  that  time  his  re- 
fignation  to  God,  and  re- 
liance on  his  care,  was  in- 
tended to  convey  this  ge- 
neral indrudion  for  the  re- 
gulation of  his  future  con- 
dud,  "  ThatChrid,  though 
the  Son  of  God,  was  to 
ftruggle  with  hunger  and 
thirll,  and  all  the  other 
evils  of  humanity  j  and  was 
never  to  exert  his  divine 
power  for  his  own  pro- 
tedion  or  relief,  but  to 
wait  for  the  interpolition 
of  God  in  his  favour." 

5,6.  In  the  fecond  fcene 
of  this  viiion,  the  devil 
took  Jefus  to  Jerufalem, 
the  metropolis  of  Judea, 
and  placed  him  on  the 
wing  of  the  temple,  which 
commanded  a  view  of  the 

crowd 


unto  him^  Inaf- 
tmich  as  thou  art 
the  Son  of  God, 
cajl  thyfelfdown : 

J  or  It  IS  written. 
He  JJj a II  give  his 
angels  charge  con- 
cerning  thee,  and 
in  their  hands 
they  Jl^all  bear 
thee  up,  lejl  thou 

jhouldeji  daJJj  thy 

foot     agatnji     a 

Jlone. 


7-   ^J^fi^^  S^'^^ 
unto  him.     It  is 

alfo  written, Thou 

Jhalt    not    tempt 

the  Lord  thy  God. 
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crowd  of  worfhippers  be-« 
low,  and  then  faid  to  him  : 
Inafmuch  as  you  are  the 
Meffiah,  the  Son  of  God, 
it  becomes  you  to  open 
your  divine  commiffion 
in  the  moft  confpicuous 
manner  -,  and  therefore 
throw  yourfelf  down 
from  hence,  in  a  depen- 
dence on  the  divine  pro- 
tedion,  which  the  Scrip- 
ture promifes  you  ;  and 
your  miraculous  prefer- 
vation  will  induce  the 
Jews  to  acknowledge 
you  immediately  as  the 
Meffiah,  vifibly  defcend- 
ing  from  heaven,  in  a 
manner  agreeable  to 
their  expc^ations." 
7.  Jefus  on  this  occafion 
alfo  difplayed  the  rectitude 
of  his  temper,  immediately 
replying,  ''  The  Scriptures 
**  to  which  you  appeal  do 
alfo  admonifli  us  not  to 
make  an  improper  trial 
of  God's  power  ;  it  for- 
bids us  either  to  rufh 
upon  danger  without  a 
**  call  in  expedtation  of  an 
**  extraordinary  deliver- 
**  ance. 


X 
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8.  Again,  the 
devil  taketh  him 
up  into  an  exceed- 
ing  high  moun- 
tain  J  a72d  fljeweth 
him  all  the  king- 
doms of  the  worlds 
and  the  glory  of 
them : 

9.  And  faith 
tinto  him.  Ad 
thefe  things  will 
I  give  thee,  if 
thou  wilt  fall 
down   and  wor^ 

Jlnp  me* 


*'  ance,  or  to  didate  tO 
"  divine  wifdom  what  mi- 
**  racks  fhall  be  wrought 
*'  for  men's  convidion.'* 
Hereby  Jefus  was  fore^ 
warned  of  the  frequent, 
temptation  he  would  be 
under  to  an  unnecefTary 
and  oftentatious  difplay  of 
his  miraculous  powers ; 
and  direcfted,  even  in  bring- 
ing men  to  the  faith,  not 
to  exceed  the  order  of  God, 
however  called  upon  by 
the  Scribes  and  Pharifees 
to  give  them  figns  from 
heaven. 

8,  9.  Once  more  the 
fcene  changes,  and  the 
devil  taketh  Chrift  to  aa 
exceeding  high  mountain^ 
gives  him  a  view  of  all  the 
kingdoms  of  the  wor;d, 
with  all  their  glory,  and 
promifes  to  put  him  into 
the  pofleffion  of  them  all, 
upon  condition  of  his  fall- 
ing down  and  worfhipping 
him. 


O 


ic.  This 
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10. 'Then faith  lo.  This  propofal  was 
^efiis  unto  him,  rejcded  the  very  inftant  it 
Get  thee  hence,  was  made ;  for  Chrift,  not 
^atan  :  for  it  without  a  mixture  of  juft 
is  written,  l^hou  indignation,  commanded 
JJjalt  worfiip  the  the  tempter  (with  whom 
Lord  thy  God,  he  feemed  all  along  to  con- 
md him  only Jhalt  verfe)  that  moment  to  quit 
ihou  ferve,  his  prefence  ;  all  religious 

homage  being  juftly  appro- 
priated in  Scripture  to  God 
alone.  This  prophetic 
fcene,  while  it  ferved  for 
the  trial  and  difcovery  of 
his  prefent  temper,  was  di- 
redly  intended  as  a  pre- 
iignification  and  warning 
of  the  like  temptation  to 
which  he  was  to  be  ex- 
pofed  in  the  courfe  of  his 
miniftry  ;  during  which  he 
was  called  upon  by  the 
Jews,  who  expeded  their 
Meiliah  under  the  charac- 
ter of  a  temporal  monarch, 
to  employ  thofe  mirar 
culous  powers  in  obtain- 
ing worldly  empire,  which 
were  to  be  wholly  confe- 
crated  to  the  ereding  the 
kingdomof  God,  the  king- 
dom of  truth  and  righte-^ 
pufiiefs  amongft  men. 

II,  The 
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II.  Hoen  the        ii.  The  vlfion  was  now 
devil  leaveth  him,    clofed,  and  Satan  departed 
find  behold  J  angels    from  Jefus,  whofe  animal 
came   and  .mini-    nature   being   greatly   exr 
jlered  unto  him*       haufted   by  the  foregoing 
very   affedting    reprefenta- 
tions,  and  by  the  vyant  of 
the  common  fupports  of  life 
in  the   wildernefs,  he  re- 
ceived miraculous  refrefh- 
ment.      In   the   courfe  gf 
his    fubfequent     miniftry, 
Chrift  paffed  through    all 
the  trials  v^hich  this  vlfion 
prefigured,   and  conftantly 
^d:ed   upon  thofe  maxims 
of  the  divine  word  which 
he  here  adopted. 


THE    END. 
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